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remarked, stated facts in reference to the answers 
of members. He could state nothing as to the 
answer of the gentleman from Mississippi—it very 
probably was sufficiently definite, But some of 
the answers (and the preamble if it does not read 
“some,” should do so) were indefinite. By some, 
two or more routes were given, and the one ** most 
ysually traveled” not designated; although the 
distance by those routes differed much. The im- 

tation, then, that the committee reflected upon 
members in the preamble is unwarranted and unjus- 
tifable. I repeat again, under the law as it now ex- 
ists, although it is wrong in principle, and unjust 
in operation, ] entertain little doubt of the proper 
duty of the committee. The language of the law 
is explicit—mileage is to be allowed by the “ most 
ysually traveled road.”’ No latitude is left the 
committee. Yet even under this explicit law, 
doubts, a8 to its construction, are entertained by 
some;—such doubts were. presented to the commit- 
tee; and to test the opinion of the House the res- 


olution was directed to be reported for their action. | 
If the House sees Pa to adopt it, the construc- | 


tion thereby placed upon the law will govern the 
action of the committee. It is true the resolution, 
in its present form, can operate only on this House 
—the other end of the Capitol wiil still draw mile- 
aze under the old construction. This was taken 
under consideration by the committee, as was the 
introduction of a bill or joint resolution which, in 
the event of its passage, wi!! be binding upon both 
ends of the Capitol. 
ably yet be reported from the committee, with or 
without instructions to that effect. The committee 
well knew, however, that no such bill or, resolu- 


tion could be passed in time to be operative during | 


this session. The object of the resolution was to 
ascertain whether the House was willing to so 
construe the law as that mileage should now be al- 
lowed only by the nearest mail route—a construc- 
tion which would operate more justly than the 
usual one, but which it may well be questioned 
whether the language ‘* the most usually traveled 
road’’ will justifv. Permit me to suggest to my 
colleague (Mr. Gorman] that he insert “ road’’ 
instead of **route¥ in his proposed amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN asked, what is the difference ? 

Mr. FITCH. Much, where the language of the 
law purports to be literally quoted. 

Mr. GORMAN asked if the resolution was not 
reported by the committee to avoid the responsi- 
bility of fixing mileage ? 

Mr. FITCH. No, sir. 

Mr.GORMAN. Did not the chairman of the 
committee tell me so? 

Mr. MATCH. No, sir; no such thing. My 
colleague has fallen into an error as great as that 
into Which the gentleman from Mississippi {Mr. 
Brown] fell. Ican state what I did tell my col- 
league and have told other members, if it is justifi- 
able in me to drag the comparatively private pro- 
ceedings of the committee into the House. 

(* Yes, do it’’—** Do it,’’ from several parts of 
the a 

Mr. FITCH. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 

WEETSER, a member of the committee] desired 
the coramittee to assume the responsibility of con- 
Sruing the law in the manner contemplated by the 
resolution, This responsibility the majority were 
unwilling to assume, for reasons then stated, and 
which | will now repeat. The law had never 
veen 80 construed. We were new members, and 
t ill became us to put a different construction 
Upon it from that acted upon for thirty years. 

he language of the law, it was contended, would 
not warrant such construction; and consequently 
a attempt to act under such would be esteemed 
y the House an arbitrary stretch of power. 

gain, it was ascertained that a large proportion 
of the members had already drawn their mileage, 
governed in so doing by the allowance made at 
Previous sessions. If the mail route construction 
was adopted, these gentiemen had exceeded the 
sum to which they would be entitled, in some in- 
oy one-half. Neither the committee nor the 
‘louse had any deBry 5 
“ch sums from the members. If 
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restitution can 


aevenallipacutaeneanat 


Such bill may very prob- | 


| the House a report upon this subject. 





| if he had made it while some member of his own 
restitution of 


legally be sought anywhere it will be from you, 
Mr. Speaker, who have given them the authorit 
upon which they have drawn their money. 
large pecuniary responsibility would thus be piled 
upou you—too large to be well borne, and which 
the committee were not disposed to force upon you. 
Moreover, the House would then present the 
singular and anomalous spectacle of one part of 
its members obtaining mileage under one law, and 
the other part under another; for the mail route 
construction will be tantamount to a new law. I 
stated, therefore, to my colleague, not that this 
resolution was introduced to avoid the responsi- 
bility of reporting, but of acting or refusing to act 
under such construction of the law. The commit- 
tee did not deem themselves (five members) a 
law making power. They could only act as 
others had acted under this law, or recommend its 
change, or ask the opinion of the House relative 
to an entirely new construction. They preferred 
the latter. he resolution as it stands does not 
meet my approbation. I prefer striking at the 
root of the evil; for an evil the present law as- 
suredly is. I prefer, therefore, a joint resolution, 
or bill, limiting the mileage to what it justly 
should be, and so strongly framed that its intent 
shall admit of no doubt. Members elected under 
the present law are not justly chargeable with 
wrong doing in obtaining the mileage it allows. 
It is the law which is in fault. Let that be amend- 
ed. This was distinctly stated last year by the 
Committee on Mileage, of which my friend from 
Missouri, behind me, [Mr. Green,] was a mem- 
ber, and who, [ think, drew up and presented to 
I voted 
against laying the resolution upon the table, I 


|| shall continue to vote against any effort to destroy 


it, for I desire to see some actton on the subject, 
and hope the resolution may be so amended as to 
become a joint one, binding upon both national 
legislative bodies, and correct abuses in connec- 
tion with this matter existing in both. 





to commit the whole matter to the Committee on 
Mileage, with instructions to report a bill to regu- 
late and equalize the mileage, by reducing the 
same, if found to be too high. . 

Mr. SCHENCK also desired to submit an 
amendment to recommit, with instructions for the 
| Committee to take up the whole subject of mileage, 
and if any change in the present system was found 


principles. 
The CHAIR explained, how it was that neither 

of the amendments was then in order—the reso- 

lution itself of the committee being in the nature 

| of instructions. 

| Mr. BURT moved the previous question. 


|| question, however, was not sustained. 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, said that he did 
| not suppose that he would have addressed the 


| House at all upon the subject under discussion, but | 


| for some remarks which had fallen from the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Roort,] and to which he 
| would allude at their proper place before he yielded 
| the floor. 
| [HereMr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, interposed 
and asked the Speaker if the morning hour had not 
expired, and moved to proceed to the business upon 
the Speaker’s table, and to the orders of the day.] 
The SPEAKER remarked that Mr. Evans had 
the floor. 
Mr. EVANS, in continuation, observed that the 
motion made by the gentleman from Tennessee 
would have come from him with greater propriety 


side (many of whom had addressed the House) 
was upon the floor; for the purpose of the motion 
of the gentleman from Tennessee he did not in- 
tend to yield the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON remarked that the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. Evans} would, if his motion 
prevailed, have the floor in the morning. 

Mr. E. (continuing) observed that what he had 
to say upon the subject he intended to say now, 
and not hereafter. 

It must, he remarked, be apparent to the House 





a 


| and so patiently listened to. 


Mr. BURT desired to move an amendment, | 


to be necessary, to report a bill founded upon just | 


The | 





| shaking over an Ohio corduroy road. v, he 
| (Mr. Evans,] ventured the assertion that if his 
colleague from the Sixth District, (Mr. Kern,) 
| traveled by «he stage route, which is the mail route, 


Oe 


that there was great inequality in the pay of mem- 
bers of the House, and injustice in that inequality, 
too, or this debate would not have been so long 
What were the 
facts? Certain members on this floor came here 
on the first Monday of December, 1849, drew 
two thousand four hundred dollars mileage; they 
will receive for their per diem duying the serson 
(say) sixteen hundred dollars, and onthe first Mon- 
day of December, 1850, will again draw mileage 


| to the further amount of two thousand four hun- 


dred dollars; making their pay in the whole, for 
the year, the sum of six thousand four hundred dol- 
lars; while members from the State of Maryland, 
and from the nearest districts of Virginia and Penn- 
sylvania, will receive only about seventeen hundred 
dollars for their services during the same time. 
Now, sir, where is the justice of this? There 
is no justice, equality, or right in it; but, in order 


| to cover it up, to hide the injustice and inequality 


from the country, members were very much in the 
habit of dilating here, with great complacency, 
upon their distance from their homes, upon the 
fact that they had to submit to the loss of the 
profits which otherwise might be acquired from 
their private pursuits; and now and then throw 
out hints also about the superior diligence of their 


| attendance upon the deliberations of,this body. 
| All this, sir, is, no doubt, very satisfying to their 
| self-pride, but it is convincing to nobody who un- 


derstands the facts of the case. The gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. Root] had made us a long, and, 
in justice he would add, an able speech; but 
throughout the whole of it he seemed to look one 
way and row another. He assents, nay, he de- 


| clares, that the present system is wrong, that it 


ought to be amended; he even goes so fer as to 
state a substantive proposition of his own in li 
of it; but, at the same time, he hints, he insin- 


| uates, nay, he asserts, that the motives of those 


who happen not to reside very far from the Capi- 


| tol are not all that they should be; and, with a 


grave shaking of the head, a significant pointing 


|| of the finger, and a deliberate precision of address, © 
| he remarks that whenever a change is effected tha} 


the attendance of gentlemen who come from no 
very remote distance, shall be looked into, and 


_ their per diem docked for non-attendance. 


He (Mr. Evans) answered him with all his 
heart—with all his heart. He courted investiga- 
tion, he defied scrutiny, and in opposition to this 
declaration, healsoasserted that the average attend - 
ance of members who come from no very great 
distance to this Capitol is as good; yes, sir, itis 


| better than that of those who draw fat sums in the 


shapeof mileage. Mr. Speaker, (said Mr. Evans,) 
J am willing that the calls of the House, that the 


| records of the yeas and nays shall test this ques- 


tion. Lam weary of the endless repetition of the 
charge of non-attendance, without refutation, and 
I confidently assert that the duties of members 
representing the States of Pennsylvania, Virginia, 


| New Jersey, the nearer parts of New York, and 
| Maryland, are performed by them with as much 


constancy and fidelity, as are displayed by any 
gentlemen having seats here. 

Why, sir, the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Root,] dilated to us at length upon the bogs, the 
morasses, the ‘‘ mosses, waters, slops and styles” 


| that lie between us and his home; and declared 


that he would like to see some of us have a good 
Now, he, 


from his residence to this city, he will travel quite 


| as far in that sort of conveyance, as the gentleman 


from Ohio, That gentleman appeared to have, 
indeed, a sufficiently easy time of it, so far as 
railroads and steamboats were concerned, upon the 
route laid down in his letter of reply to the com- 
munication from the Committee on Mileage. As 
for other gentlemen, he would take the case of a 
member coming by way of New Orleans; at that 
city the-member took a steamboat and came along 
snugly, cozily and comfortably up the river, to 
Wheeling or Pittsburg. 











242 


Mr. VINTON. Brownaville. i 

Mr. EVANS thanked the gentleman for the 
correction—to Brownsville, some miles further 
than, Wheeling or Pittsburg. Such a gentleman 


traveled at the easiest, cheapest, most comfortable || 


rate possible, with fine quarters, and the richest 
imaginable fare; he found himself, almost without 


knowing it, in thecity of Washington; and, presto, | 


entitied to two thousand four hundred dollars for 


all the happily escaped dangers of this “ raging | 


canal.’’ So much, sir, for the difficulties of getting 
here, by those who are best paid for coming. But, 


sir, there is another argument frequently alluded || 


to here by gentlemen, and pressed by them, evi- 
dently with all- the conviction that there is some- 
thing in it. They appear to be quite satisfied that 


here is something to which no reply can be ven- | 


tured; and that argument is, sir, that they—the 


lawyers among them at least—lose their practice. | 


‘ 
} 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


} 
} 


| but the people had become aroused by the state- 


|| ments. 


Mr. EVANS, continuing: his people had never 


|| been inthe habitof ‘ arousing themselves’’ on such 


questions; and though it had been asserted during 
| the last Congress that his mileage might, without 
I ne era be reduced a dollar and some odd 

cents, he had never, during the whole canvass, 
heard a word about it. 

Mr. SWEETSER wished to eall attention to 
| one fact, that the gentlemen who had received this 
| undue allowance had attempted to show that they 
had not demanded it, but that it was the allowance 
||} made by the Committee on Mileage, without 
|| their agency; that the responsibility, therefore, 
|, ought to rest on the committee. To avoid such 
an occurrence hereafter this resolution was sub- 
|| mitted. 

Mr. EVANS, continuing. The answer of the 


Well, sir, (said Mr. Evans,) and pray who does || gentleman from Ohio was sufficient for his pur- 


not? Who comes here, and at the same time re- | 


tains his practice? Gentlemen seem to be endeav- 
oring to persuade themselves that all the time of 


members living not remote from the Capitol is | 
spent in the courts of law and equity of their own |, 


districts. 

Sir, it is a great mistake, it is a great mistake; 
a member from the city of New York, from the 
city of Philadelphia, from the city of Baltimore, 
from the city of Richmond, may indeed go home 
for the special purpose of making a hurried argu- 
ment in some particular and important cause. 
Even this does not often happen; but they lose, 


as every member who comes here must, all the || 
new practite, which would otherwise accrue to || 


them—not a new case are they employed in. He 


would say for himself, that when he first came to || 


Congress, he had, for a young man, a respectable 
practice as a lawyer; with care and attention it 
promised to increase. And how is it now? it is 
going; he was losing it rapidly, and few new cases 
were coming to his hands. Let this delusion, then, 
of ** inability to attend to business at home,”’ which 
appears to have existed, be at once exploded, so 
fer as it has been imagined to be peculiar to gen- 
tlemen receiving handsome sums for mileage; sir, 
itis an inconvenience, a loss common to us all, 
and should not be quoted a favor of any particular 

rson. 

And now, at this stage of the argument, without 
referring to the report of 
which did not appear to be as luminous as it 
might be; but for the purpose of getting at the ob- 
ject of that report, which seemed upon the face of 
it at least a fittle singular, and which certainly 


was not of a kind very usual here, he (Mr. | 


Evans) would ask the gentleman from Ohio, 
{[Mr. Sweetser] how the ‘*commotions ”’ upon 
the subject of mileage which had occurred in his 
district, had been produced? Who had intro- 
duced the subject of mileage into the political 
struggle? 


Mr. SWEETZER replied that the subject had || 


been introduced into the canvass in his district 
through the agency of persons in Washington, 
who were cognizant of the facts. It would be seen 
on looking into the records, that his predecessor had 
received mileage for nine hundred and odd miles, 
although he lived forty miles nearer to Wash- 
ington than he (Mr. Sweerser) did. 
demonstrated that in the 9th and 10th districts, 


the Committee on Mileage, | 


| 
It had been 


pose It did shed some light upon this extra- 
| ordinary report, half advice, half asking for 
| instruction, and which sought to repeal a law by 
resolution. It seems, after all, that this report is 
a partisan effair. He did not mean on the part of 
| the Democratic party, but on that of gentlemen 
‘| who brought it here. It looked to the particular 
| erids, and particular relations, and particular situ- 
ations, and parlicular conditions, and political 
| prospects of particular individuals. The law as it 
| existed was plain and must be executed. The 
|; Committee on Mileage had a plain duty, the law 
|| Was express upon the face of it; but then to follow 
this plain precept might lead to some difficulty, to 
some political inconsistency, and hence this most 
| luminous and intelligible report; that was the ex- 
planation of it. Every gentleman could see it at a 
glance, and the whole mystery was solved. The 
] gentleman (Mr. Sweetser] said that the persons 
|| in the ninth and tenth districts of Ohio had declared 
|| that they had not demanded this ‘ undue allow- 
|| ance,”’ that it was the allowance made by the 
|| Committee on Mileage without their agency. 
| This committee, peculiarly situated as it is, at- 
| 

} 

| 


| 





tempts to get rid of the difficulty by asking Con- 
gress to permit them to construe a law contrary to 
its express provisions; for if they follow the law, 
he (Mr. Evans) presumed the allowance for the 
‘* ninth and tenth districts” will be as usual. 

Mr. EVANS remarked, that he only intended 
when he rose, to speak of the attendance of mem- 
bers, and to vindicate those relatwely near Wash- 
ington from the allegation of the gentleman from 
| Ohio, [Mr. Roor.] He had not desired to detain 
| the House so long. 
| Mr. ROOT (interposing) asked the gentleman to 


i] 
i! 


inform him how much the predecessor in the 29th 
|| Congress of the gentleman from Maryland was in 
his place? 
Mr. EVANS (continuing) said, that he was not 
|; here during that Congress, and was, therefore, not 
table to reply to that interrogatory; but this he 
|| would say for his predecessor, (Mr. ConsTas.e,] 
| that however much or however little in his seat, 
| he was a gentleman of marked ability and deci- 
| ded talents, who shed light upon every subject 
| that he investigated, and gave force to every con- 
| clusion and to every argument. That gentleman 
often did as he pleased, and pleased as often in 
what he did. He set up no rule forsuch men; but 
i; he believed he [Mr. Constasie] was quite as 





800 or 900 dollars had been received beyond what | much in Washington as others. 


ought to have been allowed. 
r. EVANS (resuming) said, that he did not 


consider this an answer to his question. He did | 


not intend, in any way, to be personal in any 
debate, or even to seem so to be; but he had 
understood that the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 


Sweersen,}] who was now upon the Committee | 


of Mileage, had introduced this question into the 
canvass; that it had been largely debated, and cir- 
culars had been distributed bearing upon the sub- 
ject of mileage and upon the amount received by 
his predecessor. He was glad to find that he was 
mistaken. Every gentleman, of course, was the 
jadge of the manner in whieh he would under- 
take to conduct a political canvass; but in his (Mr. 
Evans’s) district, the people never worried them- 
selves about questions of this kind: He would 
respect them less if they did. 


Gentlemen from a distance, (said Mr. E.,) from 
|| Illinois or elsewhere, may absent themselves a 
|| month together from attendance upon the House, 
,| without comment; but a member nearer home ran 
|| greater risks. His absence was sure to be no- 
|| ced by his constituents; there was greater danger 
n it, therefore it did not so frequently occur, 
whatever gentlemen-might say to the contrary. 

Mr. RICHARDSON asked the gentleman from 
| Maryland to name any member from Illinois who 
| 
| 
| 





had absented himself. 

Mr. EVANS said he would reply to his friend 
from Illinois, as the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
Root] did to his colleague upon a similar inquiry, 
‘**that he did not mean him, and further than that, 
the gentleman had no right to question him.’ 

in conclusion, he would remark that he knew 
the fate of this subject—he had seen it up here be- 


Mr. SWEETSER (interposing) said, that the || fore. This was the last of it; and if for no better 


statements had been made at the instigation of | 


persons in Washington, without his knowledge 
or consent. He had no agency in the matter; 


reasons, for this, that members had drawn their 
mileage, and if a new rule of computation were 
now adopted, might be bound, if not legally, at 


least in honor, to refund: this cons 
give the subject its quietus. 

And now he would make a fair 
grartemen. Let all the mileage be brought ; 

otchpotch, and equally divided. This would 
give a Sir aa tcuseahe to each; for though there 
were few who received too much, t 
who recieved too little. aes ney d 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON 
proceeded to the consideration of the | ee 
the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, inquired of the 
Chair whether the annual report of the 
of the Treasury had been printed ? 

The CHAIR said it had been ordered to be 

rinted. 
' Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, was under. 
stood to say that the inquiry had better be, whether 
it ever would be printed? . 

The SPEAKER Jaid before the House a mes- 
sage from the Presidewt of the United States 
which was read as follows, viz: ; 


To the House of Representatives of the United States. 
I transmit herewith the annual report of the Di- 
rector of the Mint at Philadelphia, showing tie 
operation of the mintat Philadelphia and branches 
for the year 1849. Z. TAYLOR. 
Wasuineton, January 28, 1850. 


On motion by Mr. HARALSON, the messace 
and report were ordered to lie on the table, and be 

rinted. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Department of the [nte- 
rior, transmitting the report of the Commissioner 
of Pensions, showing the applications under the 
different pension laws which had been rejected a 
that office, and the reasons for such rejection. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, moved that the re. 
port be printed. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, reiterated his in. 

uiry as to whether the report of the Secretary of 
the Sieenes had been printed? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said it was 
ascertained that it was not printed. 

Mr. EVANS had been told that the printer says 
that the House had not given the order. 

Mr. VINTON was understood to say, that it 
was upon his motion that the report, together with 
the usual number of extra copies, were ordered to 
be printed. 

[Some desultory conversation followed, growing 
out of the inquiry made by Mr. Evans, of Mary- 
land, as to the reason why the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury had not been printed. In this 
conversation Messrs. Evans, Vinton, Scuencx, 
Jones, Thompson, of Mississippi, McWuuiz, 
VenaB_e, and Preston Kine, participated. Mr. 
Scnenck complained of the increasing neglect 
and delay which was now experienced in pro- 
curing the printed documents, citing, particular- 
ly, as one example, the journals of the House, 
which were many days in arrear. * As evi- 
dence that such neglect and delay need not oc- 
cur, he referred to ‘the clock-like regularity” 
with which the Congressional Globe, containing 
not only the journals, but the debates of the 
House, were daily laid _ the tables; and he de- 
clared that in regard to all these matters of public 

rinting there was complete delinquency. Mr. 
Receaetbin of Mississippi, concurred in the jus- 
tice of the complaint of Mr. Scnenck, and in- 
quired how long the patience of the House was to 
be thus abused ? ** Quousque tandem abutere patien- 
tia nostra?’”’ The chairman of the Committee on 
Printing [Mr. McWatute} was called upon to 
throw light, if he could, on the surrounding dark- 


ideration would 


Proposition to 


business op 


Secretary 


ness. 

He declared he had thought it strange that he 
saw no documents upon the tables; but being a 
new member, unaccustomed to the mode in which 
these things had been done, and the attention of 
the committee not having been called particularly 
to them, he was unable to explain the causes 0 
the perplexity and delay. Mr. Venasie amused 
the House by suggesting that the public prints 
was following the “ hold-over”’ policy adopted in 
respect to the Doorkeeper and Postmaster; and 
Mr. Preston Kune intimated the propriety of - 
examination by the committee into the ability ° 
the contractor to perform his contract, and of his 
responsibility in connection therewith. The mat- 


ter for the moment received its quietus, by a decls- 
| ration from Mr. McWiruse 


the committee 
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result of its investigation.] 





ould inquire into the subject forthwith, and | manuscript from which they composed be 
gould to-morrow make some communication as to || to the printers. 


Mr. a had stated that he 
_ was allowed by General Washington to retain the 


The report was then laid on the table and or- | manuscript of the Address as his own property. 


red to be printed. 


= ineffectual motion was made by Mr. STAN- 


} 


| He had examined this manusc 


ript, and he, as well 
/as many others who had look 


at it, were fully 


TON, of Tennessee, to go into Committee of the |) satisfied as to its authenticity. He wished to make 


Whole on the state of the Union. 


| 


some reply to other observations which had fallen 


Mr. BOW LIN asked the unanimous consent of || from the gentleman from Tennessee. But he would 


he House to reporta resolution from the Commit- 
we on Public Lands, to arrest the printing of a re- 
sort which emanated from the General Land 
Office; and desired to have the letter of the Com- 
missioner upon the subject read. 

Oujection was made, 

Senate bill, en¥tled an act to provide for the 
repair and improvement of the dam at the head 
of Cumberland Island in the Ohio river, came up 
in order, was read twice, antl on the motion of 
Mr. BOYD, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, Senate bill to authorize the trustees of the 


Methodist Episcopal Church in Georgetown, Dis- || 


rict of Columbia, to hold certain property for the 
purposes therein stated, was read twice, and on 
the motion of Mr. BOYD, referred to the Commit- 
ee on the District of Columbia. 


WASHINGTON ’S FAREWELL ADDRESS. 


The joint resolution from the Senate to author- |! 
ize the purchase of the manuscript Farewell Ad- | 


dress of General Washington, coming up in its 
order, was read the second time. 

Mr. JONES moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Mr. CASEY remarked that he hoped the refer- 
ence would not be made, but that the resolution 
would be put upon its final passage; nor could he 
see any objection to this course, as every gentle- 
man would feel proud to see this precious relic of 
the Father of his Country among the archives of 
the Government; and that if the resolution be 
committed, it would, in all probability, be delayed 
till a time when it will be beyond the reach of 
Congress—as it is announced in the public papers 
that this manuscript will be sold at public auction 
on the 12th of February next—and, therefore, re- 
quires prompt and immediate action on the part of 
this House. I hope, therefore, that the affection 
for the name and character of George Washington, 
and the patriotism of the House, will promptly 
vote down the motion to refer, and that the coun- 
try shall be put in possession of this invaluable 
document. 

The question was taken on the motion to refer 
to the Library Committee, and decided in the 
negative. 

The bill then received a third readin 
view to its passage. i 

Mr. CARTER moved so to amend the bill as to 
limit the amount to be paid by the committee to 
five hundred dollars. He said the amendment 
was to protect the Government against an exorbi- 
tant demand. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said that if such 


g, with the 








alimitation were inserted in the resolution it would 


be tantamount to saying that Congress would give 
thatamount. If the manuscript was worth being 
purchased by Congress, it was worth paying more 
for than would be paid from any other source. He 
hoped the gentleman from Ohio would withdraw 
his amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, adverted to the 
appropriation of $20,000 which had heretofore 
been voted for the papers of General Washing- 
ton, and asked if ween was willing now, be- 
cause the name of Washington was made the 
pretext for this new claim, to submit to anything 
like this. He characterized it as an attempt to 
rob the treasury. oe may not some one come 
to Congress hereafter for the purchase of a uni- 
form, or the sword of General Washington, or 
for the cracked brandy-bottle said to have be- 
longed to him, which he believed was now in the 
Patent Office, with a little brandy remaining in it? 
What would there be to one an application 

reafter to Congress for the purchase of any or 
all of these? It appeared to him that this was 
ee a scheme to extort money from the public 


ury. 
Mr. OLDS inquired if this was a genuine docu- 
ment which Co was called on to purchase? 
Mr. CHANDLER said he believed that it was 
mong printers an admitted fact, that the original 


| only now say that this document had become the 
property of the heirs of Mr. Claypoole, and that it 
was indisputably from the pen of General Wash- 
ington. It had become necessary for it to be ex- 
posed to public sale, and he had the word of the 
heirs that it should be sold. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. At what price? 

Mr. CHANDLER said the lowest price which 
had been fixed was one thousand dollars. 

Mr. JOHNSON asked what was the highest 
amount fixed ? 
| My. CARTER intimated that the owner of that 
| document had a perfect right to speculate on the 
reputation of General Washington. It appeased 
‘to be the privilege of the representatives of all the 
distinguished men who had figured in our history, 
to be permitted to come here and put their fingers 
|in the treasury. The gentleman from Pennsy!l- 
| vania had said that this manuscript would be in the 
' market for sale to the highest bidder. And any 
man who would sell a relic of George Washington, 
would not hesitate to get half a dozen rascals to 
hid it up, and if the spirit of the nation was 
| roused, wouki not scruple to employ a host of sub- 
| terranean bidders. 
. Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, said, it was his 
wish that the amount of the purchase money 
should be limited. He appreciated everything 
that had belonged to General Washington as 
highly as any man could do. But he desired that 
| some limits should be fixed. Congress had been 
| ealled on to purchase the manuscript papers of 
| General Washington, Jefferson, Madison, Mon- 

roe, and.Hamilton; and that was getting to be a 

regular business. 

If (he said) it was desired to perpetuate this 
| relic of Washington, where was the spirit of patri- 
| otism that it could not animate some individual to 
| purchase it, and deposite it in the Patent Office, 
| where it might be seen by all. But money, that 

almighty power, stood in the way of such an act 

of patriotism; and the owners want Congress to 
| step forward and make the purchase. There was 
| but little evidence of patriotic feeling in this. He 
| thought any man who loved his country and_ the 
| fame of Washington, would be very unwilling to 
| expose to public sale any manuscript from the pen 
oe Genital Washitatcn. He hoped that if it was 
| the understanding that one thousand dollars would 
| buy this document, that this sum would be in- 
| serted as a limit. Why should Congress, by 

leaving out the limitation of price, put it in the 
| power of any one to make a speculation on the 
| public treasury? He would move to fill the blank 
| with the words ‘‘one thouaand’’, and then if that 
| was agreed to, he hoped the resofution would be 


rejected. 7 

The reading of Mr. Carter’s amendment was 
asked for; and it was again read, as above reported. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, desired to put a 

uestion to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. If 
this man was selected by General Washington to 
print his farewell address, and then retained the 
manuscript by permission of the General, was he 
rmitted merely to retain it in his keeping, or to 
-become the owner of it? Was it given to him for 
the purpose of making money of it? 

Mr. CHANDLER said that if he could ever 
bring himself to believe that General Washington 
had ever entertained a thought that anything he 
had ever written or worn would be kept as relicts 
to be worshipped by those who would come after 
him, he (Mr. a should entertain a much lower 
opinion of that distinguished man than he ever 
had entertained. The General had given this 
document to Mr. Claypoole, and it was given him 
without restriction as to his dis of it. The 
family of Mr. Claypoole were always proud of it. 
But, in pote os na of his death, it must now be 
exposed to sale by public auction, under the laws 
of the State of Pennsylvania. And when he had 
named one thousand dollars as the price of the 
manuscript, he had only placed on it the estimate 
to meet the demands of the law. 

The gentleman from Tennessee had asked why 
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the uniform, the sword, and the brandy-flask 
might not hereafter be purchased by Congress. 
He could give no reason except it might be 
that the brandy was all out of the flask. The 
manuscript was offered, and ought to be purchased 
by Congress, or it would fall into other hands. It 
had become necessary that it should be sold. 
There had been no hawking of it about, no cut- 
ting of it up to be sold by instalments. If the Gov- 
ernment does not buy it, others will, and aceord- 
ing to the estimate which is set upon it on the 
other sile of the Atlantic. He repeated that 
there could be no doubt of the genuineness of the 
document, which had been substantiated by per- 
sons who had known General Washington, and 
who were familiar with his handwriting. 

Mr. JOHNSON asked if the gentleman froff 
Pennsylvania believed that General Washington 
would have permitted the present possessors of 
the document to retain it, had he supposed it 
would have been offered at public sale? 

Mr. CHANDLER had no means of answering 
the question. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, repeated the 
question. 

Mr. CHANDLER replied, but his exact words 
did not reach the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, thought it ex- 
traordinary that gentlemen were~indisposed to 
place confidence in the committee in reference 
to this subject. They had argued as if this 
manuscript had been pressed on Congress for 
purchase. The fact is that the executors and heirs 
of the proprietor have no control over it. Had the 
original owner been yet alive, Congress would not 
have had the opportunity of becoming possessed 
of it. He had deceased, and the heirs had ro con- 
trol of the matier. The document must be sold; 
and he hoped that the day would not be consumed 
in debating whether 1000 or 500 dollars should be 
given for it; but that the purchase should be left 
to the discretion of the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. STEPHENS concluded by remarking that 
he had risen principally to move the previous 
naan which he now did. He however with- 

rew the motion at the request of 

Mr. HOLMES, who said if there were a relic 
of Washington which should be treasured in the 
Capitol it was this identical paper. It had been _ 
often disputed, and until this paper had come to 
the view of the public it had been seriously doubt- 
ed whether that Farewell Address was the pro- 
duction of Washington, or whether the great mind 
of Alexander Hamilton had not conceived and 
expressed the sentiments of that immortal paper. 
And now, as if Providence had come to vindicate 
the fame of Washington, it had so happened that 
upon the decease of the person with whom this 
wrecious document had been deposited, the fame of 

ashington was vindicated and ali doubt was re- 
moved. In the Capitol, where it was intended by 
act of Congress that his ashes should repose, we 
ought to preserve as a sacred deposit this memo- 
rial of his living virtues. 

Mr. STEPHENS renewed his demand for the’ 
previous question. 

There was a second. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken, (which was first on the amendment limiting 
the amount of purchase money to $1,000.) 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 

And, pending the question, 

The House adjourned. 





NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, gave notice that he would in- 
troduce a bill to grant the right of way through the public 
lands to the Central Piank Road Company of Alabama. 





PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions were presented and re- 
ferred under the rule: 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of John Gordon, pray- 
ing Congress to grant him a pension for injuries received in 
the last war with Great Britain. Referred to the Committee 

Invalid Pensions. 
ae iar. CONGER: The memorial of 22 citizens of Little 
York, Cortland county, New York, asking the establishment 
of the rate of postage on prepaid letters at two cents per 
half ounce. : 

Also, of 130 citizens of Virgil, in said county and State, 
for thé same purpose. - 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The memorial of Henry Simpson, 
asking balance of salary as late appraiser of the port of 
Philadelphia. Referred to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUEL: The petition of Thomas B. Clarke, of 
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Detroit, praying for a land patent to be issued to him ; which 
wis referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Alvo, the petition of Orange Risdon, and 114 others, pray- 
ing for the establishment of a post reute from Grand Haven 
to Manistee, in the State of Michigan; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BOOTH: The memorial of Samuel Ru«sel and 
nineteen others, for the reduction of postage on prepaid let- 
ters to two cents, ’ 

Alao, the memorial of Ellen Stone, heir and administra- 
trix of the tate Leman Stone, praying for indemnity for 
Freneh spotiations prior to 1800. . 


By Mr. ROBINSON : The petition of seventy. five citizens | 


of Ohio county, Indiana, praying a reduction of postage to 
two eents per half ounce on prepaid letters; Which was 
en to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
oals, 
On motion by Mr. ROBINSON, leaye was granted to 
withdraw from the files the papers in the case of the heirs 


t Joseph Gerard, praying compensation for services asa | 


eee guide; and they were referred to the Committee on 
Maine. 


By Mr. YOUNG: The memorial of Robert Rutherford, | 
praying Congress to grant him a pension in consequence of || 


divability incurred in the gallant defence of Fort Harrison. 
Referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, i 
By Mr. EVANS, of Ohio: The petitions of John Met- 


calf and &l other citizens of Putnam, Ohio; of John Peters | 


and 101 others, and of William Wilson and 244 others, of 


Zanesville, Obie, for cheap postage and abolition of frank- | 
ing privilege. Referred to the Committee on the Post OF | 


fice and Post Roads. 


The petition of George Cassiday, an invalid soldier of the | 


Mexican war, fora pension. Referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

And thé petition of Seth Adams, of Zanesville, Ohio, for 
indemnity for French spoliations prior to 1800, Referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 





IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, January 29, 1850. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a communication from the Department of the Inte- 
rior, transmitting a report from the Commissioner 
of Pensions, embracing a list of those who have 
applied for pensions and had their claims rejected ; 
a list of those applying for invalid pensions whose 
claims have been rejected; and a list of those per- 
sons who have applied under the law granting 
pensions to widows and orphans of soldiers of the 


regular army, volunteer and militia, whose claims | 
have been rejected, and showing the reasons in | 


each case for the rejection. 


The document was ordered to lie on the tabie; | 


and the motion to print was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 
MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 
Mr. DICKINSON presented a petition from 
citizens of Binghampton, New York, asking a re- 
duction in the rates of postage; which was referred 


to the Committee on the Post Office and Post | 


Roads. 
Also, a petition of Wm. C. Bryant and others, 


citizens of New York, asking a suspension of the || 


diplomatic intercourse with Austria and the with- 
holding of all appropriation for the same; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. WALEER presented the petition of A. 


W. Starks, asking compensation for his services 


in carrying the mail; which was referred to the 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Mr. TURNEY submitted a document relating 
to the claim of Anthony Rankin, an ensign in the 
last war with Great Britain, to the reimbursement 
of money paid for medical attendance during an 


illness contracted prior to his discharge from the | 


army; which was referred to the Committee of 
Ciaims. 

r. SEWARD submitted a document relating 
to the claim of William Blake for a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial of the 
National School Convention held in Philadelphia, 
asking the establishment of a bureau of public ed- 
ucation; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Library. 

Mr. SOULE presented a memorial of the Board 
of Health of the city of New Orleans and the 
Board of Administrators of the Charity Hospital 
of the State of Louisiana, asking the enactment of 
a law imposing a tax upon alien passengers arriv- 
ing at the ports of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAMLIN submitted an additional docu- 
ment relating to the claim of Peter Grover; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial of the 
Charleston Chamber of Commerce, asking that 
certain warehouse expenses heretofore borne by 
the Government may not be imposed on the im- 








| 


porter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. . 

| Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented a memorial 
|| from citizens of Kanesville, lowa, ssiing a grant 
|| to that town of the lands on which it is located; 
|| which was referred to the Comm*‘tee on Public 
| 


| 
| 
| 


j 


Lands. 
On motion by Mr. PEARCE, 


Ordered, That the petition of John T. Sullivan, on the 
files of the Senate, he referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on 
Finance, to which was referred the petition of 
James Cunningham, of Adams county, Pennsyl- 
vania, asking Congress to redeem certain notes 
issued by the Continental Congress, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
same, and that the petition lie on the table; which 
was agreed to, 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the memorial of Henry Simpson, formerly 
appraiser in the custom-house at Philadelphia, 
asking to be paid for the entire year, he having 
| been removed when only two months of the year 

had expired, made an adverse report on the same; 
which was agreed to. 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 

referred the resolutions of the Common Council of 

| New York in favor of the establishment of a 


|| from the further consideration of the same, and 
| that it lie on the table, asa bill had already been 
| reported; which was agreed to. 

Mr. KING, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which was referred the memorial of 
Abigail Shaler Stilwell, legal representative of 


on the same; which was ordered to be printed. 
Also, from the same committee, to which was 

referred so much of the President’s message as re- 

lates to carrying out the treaty with Brazil, 


between the United States and the Emperor of 
Brazil of the 27th of January, in the year 1849; 
which was read and ordered to a second reading. 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of 
| Claims, to which was referred the petition of 
| James Robertson, submitted a report asking to be 
| discharged from the further consideration of the 
same; which was ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 


Mr. SEWARD, in pursyance of notice, asked 
| and obtained leave to introduce a bill granting land 
to the refugees who took part in the support of the 
struggles for liberty and independence in Hungary 
and other European countries; which was read, 
laid on the table, and the motion to print referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WALKER, in pursuance of notice, asked 
| and obtained leave to introduce a bill to establish 
| a port of entry at Milwaukee, in the State of Wis- 

consin, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
| the Committee on Commerce, together with a re- 

port of the Board of Trade of Milwaukee, Wis- 
consin. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, I beg leave to 
submit a resolution, and I ask the Senate to en- 
tertain it at this time. It is as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate report the cir- 
|| Cutnstances which have delayed the delivery to members of 
the Senate of the estimates of appropriations, as required 
by the joint resolution of January 7th, 1846. 

I beg leave to state, thata joint resolution of both 
branches of Congress, passed in January, 1846, 
| requires the Secretary of the Treasury to submit 
to Congress estimates of the appropriations to be 
made; he is bound by law to do this, and he is 
| required to have them prepared before the com- 
| mencement of the session of Congress, and printed 
and delivered to the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
| sentatives, to be by him distributed as other public 
| documents are. I understand, by inquiry at the 
Treasury Department, that the estimates of ap- 
|| propriations were prepared and printed before the 
|| commencement of the session. | understand they 
were delivered to the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
| sentatives, and yet copies have not been laid on the 

table of Senators, as by law is required. Without 

these estimates it is impossible for the Senate un- 
|| derstandingly to ect upon the various appropriation 








|| branch mint in that city, asked to be discharged | 


reported a bill to carry into effect the convention | 
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bills which must be passed by Con ae 

a the re will adopt hid peanietion, ee 
e resolution was taken up b ; 

sent and agreed to. P DY Unanimous cop. 


DIPLOMATIC INTERCOURSE WITH AUSTRIA 


Mr. UNDERWOOD submitted the followi 
| resolution, which he desired might be read ‘san 
| laid on the table, giving notice that he Meant 
| move it as a substitute for that offered by the § ‘ 
_ ator from Michigan, Mr. Cass, when th ad 
| came up: 


© Subject 
| Resolved, That while the people of the United States « 
| 


pathize with popular wovements to reform political just 

tions inconsistent with the enlightened opinions of the ae 
| ent age, and would rejoice to see all the nations of the e; . 
| adopt the American m tneiple of representative eelf-goven 
| ment under written constitutional limitations, they di = 
| any right to intermeddle with the domestic policy of 
| nations, and repudiate all attempts to contro! the ae 
| foreign Governments in respect to their internal aff 
| Civil dissensions and wars, just as they would res 
| terference from abroad with their own. 


THE SLAVERY QUESTION, 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I hold in-my hand 


a series of resolutions which I desire to submit to 
the consideration of this body. Taken togethe; 
in combination, they propose an amicable arrange. 
ment of all questions in controversy between the 
free and the slave States, growing out of the su). 
ject of slavery. It is net my intention, Mr. Pres). 
dent, at this time, to enter into a full and elaborate 
discussion of each of these resolutions, taken 
| separately, or the whole of them combined to- 
gether, as composing a system of measures; but | 
| desire to present a few observations upon each 
| resolution, with the purpose, chiefly, of exposing 
it fairly and fully before the Senate and before 


Cham 

Other 
tion of 
y Mrs of 
Ist any in. 


f | the country; and I may add, with the indulgence 
Wn. Shaler, deceased, submitted an adverse report || 


of the Senate, towards the conclusion, some gen- 
eral observations upon the state of the country and 
the condition of the question to which the resolu- 
| tions relate.. Whether they shall or shall not 
| meet with the approbation and concurrence of the 
Senate—as | most ardently hope they may; as | 
most sincerely believe they ought—I ‘trust that at 
least some portion of the long time which I have 
devoted, with care and deliberation, to the prepa- 
ration of these resolutions, and to the presentation 
of this great national scheme of compromise and 
harmony, will be employed by each Senator le- 
fore he pronounces against the proposition em- 
braced in thesé resolutions. The resolutions, sir, 
are al! preceded by a short preamble, to which of 
course [ attach no very great importance, The 
preamble and first resolution are as follows: 

It being desirable for the peace, concord, and harmony of 
the union of these States to settle and adjust amicably all 
existing questions of controversy between them arising out 
of the institution of slavery, upon a fair, equitable, and just 
basis: ‘Therefore 

Ist. Resolved, That California, with suitable boundaries, 
ought, upon her application, to be admitted as one of the 
States of this Union, without the imposition by Congress 0/ 
any restriction in respect to the exclusion or introduction 
of slavery within those boundaries. 

Mr. President, it must be acknowledged that 
there has been some irregularity m the movements 
which have terminated in the adoption of a con- 
stitution by California, and in the expression of 
her wish—not yet formally communicated to Con- 
gress, it is true, but which may be anticipated 10 
a few days—to be admitted, into the Union as a 
State. There has been some irregularity in the 
manner in which they have framed that constitu- 
(tion. It was not preceded by any act of Con- 
gress authorizing the convention and designating 
the boundaries of the proposed State, according (0 
all the early practice of this Government, accord- 
ing to all the cases of the admission of new States 
into this Union, which oceurred prior, | think, 
that of Michigan. Michigan, if | am not mis 
taken, was the first State which, unbidden, u0- 
authorized by any previous act of Congress, 
undertook to form for herself a constitution, and 
to knock at the door of Congress for admission 

into the Union. I recollect that at the time when 
| Michigan thus presented herself, 1 was opposed, 
in consequence of that deviation from the early 
practice of the Government, to the admission. 








The majority determined otherwise, and it must 

| be in candor admitted by ali men, that Californs 

has much more reason to do what she has done, 

| unsanctioned and unauthorized by a previous act 

¢ Congress, than Michigan had to o what she 
did. , : 

| Sir, notwithstanding the irregularity of the ad- 
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mission of Michigan into the Union, it has been 
a happy event. She forms now one of the bright 
~ars of this glorious Confederacy. She has sent 
here to mingle in our councils Senators and Rep- 
resentatives—men eminently distinguished, with 
whom we may all associate with pride, with 
leasure, and with satisfaction. And | trust that 





( California—irregular as her previous action may: 


have been in the adoption of a constitution, but 
more justifiable than was the action of Michigan 
_if she also shall be admitted, as is proposed by 
this first resolution, with suitable limits, that she 


woo will make her contribution of wisdom, of pa- | 


iotism, and of good feeling to this body, in order 
1 conduct the affairs of this great ‘and boundless 
empire. ‘ fee 

The resolution proposes her admission when 
she applies for it. There is no intention on my 
part to anticipate such an application, but I thought 
right to present this resolution as a part of the 
oeneral plan which | propose for the adjustment 
ofthese unhappy difficulties, 

The second resolution, sir, is as follows: 

aj, Resolved, That_as slavery does not exist by law, and 
is notlikely to be introduced into any of the territory ac- 
onired by the United States from the Republic of Mexico, it 
ieinexpedient for Congress to provide by law, either for its 
introduction into or exclusion from any part of the said ter- 


niory; and that appropriate Territorial governments ought | 


wo be established by Congress ia ajl of the said territory, not 
assigned as the boundaries of the ‘proposed Stat: of Califor- 
aia, Without the adoption of any restriction or condition on 
the subject of slavery. 


This resolution, sir, proposes, in the first in- | 
stance, a declaration of two truths—one of law | 


and the other of fact. The truth of law which it 


declares is, that there does not exist, at this time, | 
slavery within any portion of the territory acquired | 


by the United States from Mexico. When I say, 
sir, that itis a truth, | speak my own solemn and 
deliberate conviction. lam aware that some gen- 


tiemen have held a different doctrine; but I per- | 


suade myself that they themselves, when they 
come to review the whole ground, will see sufficient 
reasons for a change, or at least a modification of 
their opinions; but that, at all events, if they ad- 
here to that doctrine, they will.be found to com- 
pose a very small minority of the whole mass of 
the people of the United States. 

The next truth which the resolution asserts is, 
that slavery is not likely to be introduced into any 
portion of that territory. That is a matter of fact; 
and all the evidence upon which the fact rests is 
perhaps as accessible to other Senators as it is to 
me; but | must say that from all | have heard or 
read, from the testimony of all the witnesses I 
have seen and conversed with, from all that has 
transpired and is transpiring, I do believe that not 


within one foot of the territory acquired by us | 


from Mexico will slavery ever be planted, and I 
believe it could not be done even by the force and 
power of public authority. 

Sir, facts are daily occurring to justify me in 
this opinion. Sir, what has occurred? And upon 
that subject, and indeed upon this whole subject, 
l invite Senators from the free States especially to 
consider what has occurred even since the last 
session—even since _the commencement of this 


session—since they left their respective constitu- || 


encies without an opportunity of consulting with 
them upon that great and momentous fact—the 
fact that California herself, of which it was as- 
serted and ein wre that she never would establish 
slavery wit 

mitted as a State; that California herself, embra- 
cing, of all other portions of the country acquired 
by us from Mexico, that country into which it 
would have been most likely that slavery should 
have been introduced; that California herself has 
met in convention, and by a unanimous vote, em- 
bracing in that body slaveholders from the State 
of Mississippi, as well as from other parts, who 
concurred in the resolution—that California by a 
Unanimous vote has declared against the introduc- 
tion of slavery within her limits. I think, then, 
that taking this leading fact in connection with all 
the evidence we have from other sources on the 
subject, | am warranted in the conclusion which 
constitutes the sécond truth which I have stated in 
rn that slavery is “not likely to be 

ced j i i 

henatnenl nw any of the territory acquired by us 
. Sir, the latter part of that resolution asserts that 
tis the duty of to establish appropriate 
lerritorial governments within oll the country ac- 
quired from Mexico, exclusive of California, not 





in her limits when she came to be ad- | 


| 
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| embracing in the acts by which these governments | upon which I base this liability on the part of the 


, Shall be constituted either a probibition or an ad- | United States to pay a specified portion of the debt 


| mission of slavery. 
Sir, much as | am disposed to defer to high 


| 


| of Texas is not new to me. It is one which | have 
| again and again announced to be an opinion enter- 


i authority, anxious as I really am to find myself | tained by me.* I think it is founded upon princi- 


jin a ition that would enable me to coéperate 
| heartily with the other departments of the Gov- 
|| ernment in conducting the affairs of this great 
|| people, I must say that I cannot—without a dere- 
|| liction of duty—consent to an abandonment of 
i them without government, leaving them to all 

those scenes of disorder, confusion, and anarchy 
which I apprehend, in respect of some of them, 
there is too much reason to anticipate will arise. 
| It is the duty, the solemn—I was going to add the 
| most sacred duty—of Congress to legislate for 


| 


their government if they can, and at ail events to | 


} 
| legislate for them, and to give them the benefit of 
| law, and order, and security. 


|| The next resolutions are the third and fourth, || 


|| which, having an immediate connection with each 


| other, should be read and considered together. 
|| They are as follows: 


les of truth and eternal justice. * Texas being an 
independent Power, recognized as such by all the 
great powers of the earth, invited loans to be made 
to her to enable her to prosecute the then existing 
war between her and Mexico. She told those 
whom she invited to make these loans that ‘if 

ou make them the duties on foreign imports shall 

e sacredly pledged for the reimbursement of the 
| loans.” ‘The loans were made. The money was 
received, and expended in the establishment ef her 
liberty and her independence. After all this, she an- 
nexed herself to the United States, who thencefor- 
ward acquired the right to the identical pledge 
which she had made to the public creditor to satisfy 
the loan of money which he had advanced to her, 





| The United States became the owners of that 


| ptedge and the recipient of all the duties payable 


| 3d. Resolved, That the western boundary of the State of | 


| Texas ought to be fixed on the Rio del Norte, commencing 
one marine league from its mouth, and running up that 


river to the southern line of New Mexico; thenee with | 


| that line eastwardly, and so continuing in the same direc- | 


tion to the line established between the United States and | 


| Spain, excluding any portion of New Mexico, whether 


| lying on the east or west of that river. 
4th. Resolved, That it be proposed to the State of Texas 
that the United States will provide for the payment of all 
| that portion of the legitimate and bone fide public debt of 


States, and for which the duties on foreign imports were 
| pledged by the said State to its creditors not exceeding 
| the sum of & 

pledged having been no longer applicable to that object 
| after the said annexation, but having thenceforward become 
| payable to the United States; and upon the condition also 
that the said State of Texas shall, by some solemn and 
authentic act of her Legislature, or of a convention, relin- 





| part of New Mexico. 
|| Mr. President, [do not mean now, I do not 


'| the question of what are the true limits of Texas. 
My own opinion is, | must say, without intending 


has not a good title to any portion of what is called 
| New Mexico. 
that, looking at the grounds which her representa- 


|| tives assumed, first in the war with Santa Anna in | 
1836, then at what transpired between Mr. Trist | 


and the Mexican negotiators when the treaty of 
|| peace was negotiated, and then the fact that the 


United States have acquired all the country which 


Texas claimed as constituting a portion of her ter- 

ritory; looking at all these facts, but without at- 
| taching to them, either together or separately, the 
|| same degree of force which gentlemen who think 





that State, contracted prior to its annexation to the United | 


in consideration of the said duties so | 


in the ports of Texas. 

Now, sir, I do say that, in my humble judg- 
ment, if there be honor,.or justice, or truth 
amongst men, we do owe to the creditors who thus 
advanced their money upon that pledge the reim- 
bursement of the money, at all events to the ex- 
tent that the pledged fund would have reimbursed 
it, if it had never been appropriated by us to our 


| use. We must recollect, cir, that in relation to 


that pledge, and to the loan made in virtue and on 
the faith of it, there were three parties bound—I 
mean after annexation—the United States, Texas, 
and the creditor of Texas, who had advanced’ his 


| money on the faith of a solemn pledge made by 


quizh to the United States any claim which it has to any | 


Texas. 

Texas and the United States might do what they 
thought proper; but in justice they could do noth- 
ing to deprive the creditor of a full reliance upon 


'the pledge upon the faith of which he had ad- 


|| know that I shall atany time—itis a very complex | 
|| subject, and one not free from difficulty—go into | 


by the remark to go into any argument, that Texas | 


And yet, sir, lam free to admit || 


|| that Texas has a right to New Mexico do, I must | 


say that there is plausibility, to say the least of it, Hl tion of ston thal Ghiveahslal. 2 tenes athena. 


| 
| 


in the pretensions that she sets up to New Mexico. 


existence of a good title, but a plausible one. Well, 
| then, sir, what do I propose? Without entering 
| into any inquiry whether the Nueces or the Rio 


} 
| 
| I do not think they constitute or demonstrate the | 
| 
| 


'| Grande was the true boundary of Texas, | propose 


| by the first of these two resolutions, that its western | 
| limits shall be fixed on the Rio del Norte—extepd- | 


| ing“west from the Sabine to the mouth of the Rio 
del Norte—and that it shall follow upthe Bravo, or 
the Rio del Norte, to where it strikes the southern 
|| line of New Mexico, and then, diverging from 
| that line, follow on in that direction until it reaches 
the line as fixed by the United States and Spain 
by their treaty of 1819; and thus embracing a vast 
!| country abundantly competent to form two or 
three States—a country which I think the highest 
| ambition of her greatest men ought to be satisfied 
with as a State and member of this Union. 
| But, sir, the second of these resolutions makes a 
|| Proposition to the State of Texas upon which | 
desire to say a few words. It proposes that the 
Government of the United States will provide for 
|| the payment of all that portion of the debt of Tex- 
| as for which theduties received upon imports from 





foreign countries was pledged by Texas at a time 
when she had authority to make pledges. How 
much it will amount to I have endeavored to as- 
certain, but all the means requisite to the ascer- 
tainment of the sum have not been received, and 
it is not very essential at this time, because itis 
the principle and no: the amount that is most 
worthy of consideration.» Now, sir, the-ground 


4 


| independent. 


rr 


vanced his money. Sir, it is impossible now to 
ascertain how much would have been received 
from that source of revenue by the State of Texas 
if she had remained independent. It would be 
| most unjust to go there now and examine at Gal- 
vesion and her other ports to ascertain how much 
she now receives by her foreign imports; because, 
by being incorporated into this Union, all her sup- 
| plies which formerly were received from foreign 
countries, and subject—many of them at least—to 
import duties, are now received by the coasting 
trade, instead of being received from other coun- 
tries, as they would have been if she had remained 
Considering the extent of her terri- 
tory, and the rapid manner in which her popula- 
tion is increasing, and is likely td increase, it is 

probable that in the course of a few years there 
_might have been such an amount received at the 
various ports of Texas—she remaining indepen- 
dent—as would have been adequate to the extinc- 


But, sir, it is not merely in the discharge of what 
I consider to be a valid and legitimate obligation 
resting upon the United States to discharge the 
specified duty, it is not upon that condition alone 
that this payment is proposed to be made; it is also 
upon the further condition that Texas shall relin- 
quish to the United States any claim that she has 
| to any portion of New Mexico. Now, sir, al- 
| though, as I believe, #he has not a valid title to any 
| portion of New Mexico, she has a claim; and for 
| the sake of that general quiet and harmony, for 
| the sake of that accommodation which ought to*be 
} 


as much the object of legislation as it is of individ- 
uals in their transactions in private hfe, we may 
do now what an individual in analogous circum- 
stances might do, give something for the relin- 
quishment ofa claim, although it should not be well 
founded, for the sake of peace. It is therefore 
proposed—and this resolution does propose—that 


Texas prior to its annexation to the United States, 
in consideration of our reception of the duties ap- 

licable to the extinction of that debt; and that 
Fees shall also, in consideration of a sum to be 
advanced, relinquish any claim which she jas to 
ony, portion of New Mexico. 


he fifth resolution, sir, and the sixth, like the 
third and fourth, are somewhat connected together. 
They are as follows: 


5th. Resolved, That it is inexpedient to abolish slavery 
in the District of Columbia, whilst that institution cou- 
tinues to exist in the State of Maryland, without the consent 
of that State, without the consent of the people of the Dis- 


we shall pay the amount of the debt contracted by + 


iy 








a 





—. 


trict, and without just compensation to the owners of slaves 
within the District. 

6th. But Resolved, That it is expedient to bit within 
the District the slave-trade, in slaves brought into it from 
States or places beyond the limits of the District, either to 
be sold therein as merchandise, or to be transported to 
other markets without the District of Columbia. 

The first of these resolutions, Mr. President, in 
somewhat different language, asserts substantially 
no other principle than that which was asserted 
by the Senate of the United States twelve years 
ago, upon resolutions which I then offered, and 
which passed—at least the particular resolution 
ae 2 A a majority of four-fifths oftthe Senate. 

allude to the resolution presented by me in 1838. 
i shall not enlarge on that resolution; it speaks for 
itself; it declares that the institution of slavery 
should not be abolished in the District of Columbia 
without the concurrence of three conditions; first, 
the assent of Maryland; second, the assent of the 
people within the District; and third, compen- 
sation to the owners of the slaves within the Dis- 
trict for their property. ‘ 

The next resolution proposed deserves a passing 
remark. It is that the slave trade within the Dis- 
trict ought tobe abolished, prohibited. I do not 
mean by that the alienation and transfer of slaves 
from the inhabitants within this District—the sale 
by one neighbor to another of a slave which the 
one owns and the other wants, that e husband ner 
perhaps be put along with his wife, or a wife wit 
her husband. I do not mean to touch at all the 
question of the right of property in slaves amongst 
persons living within the District; but the slave 
trade to which I refer was, I think, pronounced an 


abomination more than forty years ago, by one of || 


the most gifted and distinguished sons of Virginia, 
the late Mr. Randolph. And who is thére who is 
not shocked at its enormity? Sir, it is a great mis- 
take at the North, if they suppose that gentlemen 
living in the slave States look upon one who is a 
regular trader in slaves with any particular favor 
or kindness. They are often—sometimes unjustly, 
verhaps—excJuded from social intercourse. | have 
Lwown some memorable instances of this sort. 
But, then, what is this trade? It is a good deal 
limited since the retrocession of the portion of the 
District formerly belonging to Virginia. There 
are Alexandria, Richmond, Petersburg, and Nor- 
folk south of the Potomac, and Baltimore, Annap- 
olis and eee other ports, north of the Potomac. 
Let the slave-dealer,whochooses to collect hisslaves 
in Virginia and Maryland, go to these placeS; let 
him not come here and establish his jails and put 
on his chains, and sometimes shock the sensibili- 
ves of our nature by a long train of slaves passing 
through that avenue leading from this Capitol to 
the house of the Chief Magistrate of one of the 
most glorious Republics that ever existed. Why 
should he not do it? Sir, Lam sure I speak the 
sentiments of every Southern man, and every man 
coming from the slave States, when I say let it 
terminate, and that it is an abomination; that there 
is no oceasion for it; it ought no longer to be 
tolerated. 

The seventh resolution relates to a subject em- 
braced in a bill now under consideration by the 
Senate. It is as follows: 

7th. Resolved, That more effectual provision onght to be 
made by law,*according to the requirement of the Constitu- 
tion, for the restitution and delivery of persons bound to ser- 
vice or labor in any State who may escape into any other 
State or Territory in the Union. 

Sir, that is so evident, and has been so clearly 
shqwn by the debate which has already taken 
place on the subject, that I have not now occasion 
to add another word. 

The last resolutiOn of the series of eight is as 
follows: f 


Aud 8th, Resolved, That Congress has no power to pro- 
hibit or obstruct the trade in slaves between the slaveholding 
Stes 5 but that the admission or exclusion of elaves brought 
from ons into another of them, depends exclusively upon 

_theie own particular laws. 


_ ttis obvious that no legislation is necessary or 
intended to follow that resolution. It merely as- 


serts a truth, established by the highest ue — and ouiet in the bosom of their own fami- 
ies. 


of law in this country, and in cenformity wit 
that decision T trust there will be one universal 
nequiescence. 

I should not have thought it necessary to em- 
brace in that resolution the declaration which is 
embraced in it, but that I thought it might be use- 
ful in treating of the whole subject, and in accord- 
ance with the practice of our British and American 
ancestors, occasionally to resort to great funda- 





| patriotic daring, whenever it is required for the | 
safety and salvation of the country, between the | 


| and greatness and magnanimity should ever be | 
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manifestly before our eyes, from time to time, to 
avoid their being violated upon any occasion. 

Mr. President, you have before you the whole 
series of resolutions, the whole scheme of arrange- 
ment and accommodation of these distracting 
questions, which I have to offer, after having be- 
stowed on these subjects the most anxious, in- 
tensely anxious, consideration ever since I have 
been in this body. How far it may prove accept- 
able to both or either of the parties on these great 
questions, it is not for me to say. | think it ought 
to be accepteble to both. There is no sacrifice of 
any principle, proposed in any of them, by either 
party. The plan is founded upon mutual forbear- | 
ance, originating in a spirit of conciliation and con- 
cession; not of principles, but of matters of feeling. 
At the North, sir, I know that from feeling, by | 
many at least cherished as being dictated by con- | 


siderations of humanity and philanthropy, there || 


exists a sentiment adverse to the institution of 
slavery. ; 
Sir, | might, I think—although I believe this 


sion and forbearance on both sides—have asked 
from the free States of the North a more liberal 
and extensive concession than should be asked 





| ed these resolutions should go forth 


|| calling upon Congress for the purchase of M 
project contains about an equal amount of conces- {| 


| being at all aware of what purpose I enter: 





from the slave States. And why, sir? With you, 
gentlemen Senators of the free States, what is it? 
An abstraction, a sentiment—a sentiment, if you 
please, of humanity and philanthropy—a noble | 
sentiment, when directed rightly, with no sinister 
or party purposes; an atrocious sentiment—a de- 


} 
| 
| 


1} 
i} 


| testable sentiment—or rather the abuse of it—when 
| | 


directed to the accomplishment of unworthy pur- 
poses. I said that I might ask from you larger 
and more expansive concessions than from the | 


slave States. And why? You are numerically 1 


| more powerful than the slave States. Not that | 


there is any difference—for upon that subject I 
cannot go along with the ardent expression of feel- |! 
ing by some of my friends coming from the same || 
class of States from which I come—not that there | 
is any difference in valor, in prowess, in noble and | 


people of one class of States and those of the other. | 
You are in point of numbers, however, greater; 


allied together. 

But there are other reasons why concession upon || 
such a subject as this should be more liberal, more | 
expansive, coming from the free than from the | 
slave States. It is, as I remarked, a sentiment, a | 
sentiment of humanity and philanthropy on your 
side. Aye, sir, and wheg a sentiment of that | 
kind is honestly and earnestly cherished, with a 
disposition to make sacrifices to enforce it, it is a | 
noble and beautiful sentiment; but, sir, when the | 
sacrifice is not to be made by those who cherish | 
that sentiment and inculcate it, but by another | 
people, in whose situation it is impossible, from | 
their position, to sympathize and to share all and || 
everything that belongs to them, I must say to | 
you Senators from the free States, it is a totally | 
different question. 


On your side it is a sentiment || 
without sacrifice, a sentiment without danger, a | 
sentiment without hazard, without peril, without i 
loss. But how is it on the other side, to which, 


as I have said, a greater amount of concession 


| that a precious relic in my possession 





ought to be made in any scheme of compromise? 

In the first place, sir, there isa vast and incalcu- 
Iable amount of property to be sacrificed, and to || 
be sacrificed, not by your sharing in the common |) 
burdens, but exclasive of you. And this is not ] 


} 
| 


-all. The social intercourse, habit, safety, proper- i 


ty, life, everything, is at hazard in a 
egree in the slave States. 

Sir, look at that storm which is now raging be- || 
fore you, beating in all its rage pitilessly on your | 
family. They are in the South. But where are | 
your families, where are a people, Senators | 
from the free States? They are safely housed, 
enjoying all the blessings of domestic comfort, 


greater or less 


| 
| 
| 
Behold, Mr. President, that dwelling-house now || 
wrapped in flames. Listen, sir, to the rafters and 
beams which fall in succession, amid the crash; 
and the flames ascending higher and higher as 
they tumble down. Behold those women and | 
children who are flying from the calamitous scene, || 
antl with their shrieks and lamentations implorin 
the aid of high Heaven. Whose house is that? | 


ments! prineiples, and bring them freshly and|| Whose- wives and children are they? Yours in | 


| to exist in the State of 
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the free States? No. You are lookin 
and security, whilst the conflagration which Ih 
described is raging in the slave States, and ..” 
duced, not intentionally by you, but "prod ~ 
from the inevitable tendency of the measures a 

ou have adopted, and which others have car: o 
ar beyond what you have wished. = 

In the one scale, then, we behold 
sentiment, sentiment alone; in the othe 
the social fabric, life, and all that ma 
tans and aed: 
ut, sir, I find myself engaged mu 

what [ intended, when I eens thie mornin yom 
my lodgings, in the exposition with which | Intend. 
to . 
eration of the world. I cannot anh hoa 
before I conclude, relating an incident, a thrilling 
incident, which occurred prior to my 
lodgings this morning. 
_ Aman came to my room—the same at w 
instance a few days ago I presented a mem 


& ON in safer 


sentiment, 
F property, 
kes life de. 


leaving my 


hose 
Orial 
Ount 
hout 


in the discharge of my _— duty ‘lin, be 


said to me: ** Mr. Clay, | heard you make a re» 
mark the other day which induces me to Suppose 

Ic would be 
acceptable to you.” He then drew out of his 
pocket, and presented to me, the object which | 


Vernon for the use of the public—and, wit 


| now hold in my hand. And what, Mr. President, 


do you suppose it is? It is a fragment of the cof. 
fin of Washington—a fragment of that coffin in 
which now repose in silence, in sleep,and speech. 
less, all the earthly remains of the venerated Fa. 
ther of his Country. Was it portentous that jt 
should have been thus presented to me? Was it 
a sad presage of what might happen to that fabric 
which Washington’s virtue, patriotism, and valor 
established ? No, sir, no. It was a warning voice 
coming from the grave to the Congress now in ses. 
sion to beware, to pause, to reflect before they 
lend themselves to any purposes which shall de- 
stroy that Union which was cemented by his exer- 
tions and example. Sir, I hope an impression 
may be made on your mind such as that which 
was made on mine by the reception of this pre- 
cious relic. 

And, in conclusion, I now ‘ask every Senator, | 
entreat you, gentlemen, in fairness and candor, to 
examine the plan of accommodation which this 
series of resolutions proposes, and not to pro- 
nounce against them until convinced after a thor- 
ough examination. I move ‘that the resolutions 
be read and received. 

The resolutions were then read as follows: 

It being desirable for the peace, concord, and harmony of 
the Union of these States, to settle and adjust amicably all 
existing questions of controversy between them, arising out 
of the institution of slavery, upon a fair, equitable, and just 
basis: Therefore, 


Ist. Resolved, That California, with suitable boundaries, 
ougbt upon her application to be admitted as one of the 


| States of this Union, without the imposition by Congress of 


any restriction in respect to the exclusion or introduction of 
slavery within those boundaries. 

2d. Resolved, That as slavery does not exist by law, and 
is not likely to be introduced into any of the territory ac- 
quired by the United States from the Republic of Mexico, 


| itis inexpedient for Copgress to provide by Ps either for its 


introduction into or exclusion from any part of the said ter- 
ritory; and that appropriate Territorial governments ought 
to be established by Congress in all of the said territory;not 
assigned as the boundaries of the proposed State of Califor- 
nia, witkout the adoption of any restriction or condition on 
the subject of slavery. 

3d. Resolved, That the western boundary of the State of 
Texas ought to be fixed on the Rio del Norte, commencing 
one marine league from its mouth, and running up that river 
to the southern line of New Mexico; thence with that line 
eastwardly, and so continuing in the same direction to the 
line as established between the United States and Spain, 


| excluding any portionof New Mexico, whether lying on the 


east or west of that river. 

4th. Resolved, That it be proposed to the State of Tex 
that the United Staies will provide for the pavment of all that 
portion of the legitimate and bona publie debt of that 


| State contracted prior tu its annexation to the United vegel 


and for which the duties on foreign imports were ple 
by the said State to its creditors, not exceeding the sum of 
$———, in consideration of the said duties so pled 
having been no longer applicable to that object after the 
said annexation, but having henceforward become payable 
to the United States; and upon the condition also that the 
said State of Texas shall, by some solemn and authentic act 
of her Legislature, or of a convention, relinquish to the 
Caeed Gentes any claim which it has to any part of New 
exico. ‘ 
5th. Resolved, That it is inexpedient to abolish slavery " 
the District of Columbia, whilst that institution contintes 
Maryland, without the consent of = 
State, without the consent of the people of the District, ois 
tee compensation to the owners of slaves W! 
et. - 
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“gun. But Resolved, That it is expedient to prohibit within 
, the District the slave-trade, in slaves brought into it from 
, giates or places beyond the timits of the Distriet, either to 
‘ be sold therein as merchandise, Or to be transported to other 
parkets without the District of Columbia. — 
| 7th. Resolved, ‘That more effectual vision ought te be 
made by law, according to the requiremeht of the Canstitu- 
tion, for the restitution ana delivery of persons bound to 
service or labor in any State, who may escape into any other 
state or Territory in the Union. 
id 8th. Kesolved, That Congress has no power to pro- 
hibit or obstruct the trade in slaves between the slaveholding 
States; bat that the admission or exclusion of slaves brought 
from one into another of them, depends excinsively upon 
weir own particular laws, 

Mr. CLAY. I had intended to propose that we 
should now fix upon some convenient day for the 
discussion of these resolutions. | shall be satisfied 
with any early day which the Senate in their pleas- 
ure may decide upon. I would propose Monday 
or Tuesday of the next week. 

Mr. RUSK. I do not intend, Mr. President, to 
enter into this discussion, and | rise simply for the 
surpose of saying that I regret extremely that the 
distinguished Senator from Kentucky, in his laud- 
able desire to settle a very troublsome question 
now agitating the people of the United States, 
should have seen proper, rather unceremoniously 
as | think, to take one-half of the territory of the 
State | have the honor in part here to represent, to 
make a peace-offering to a spirit of encroachment 
on the constitutional rights of one-half of this 
Union. 1 do not intend te enter into any discus- 
sion of that Grave and important question, nor do 
Lintend, when the discussion of these resolutions 
shall arise, to put myself in opposition to the 
powers of oratory of the distinguished Senator 
from Kentucky; but I do promise now to prove, 
when that discussion shall arise, that the bouad- 








aries of Texas are to the Rio Grande; that no. 


power at all exists in Congress to take cognizance 
’ of that question; and that the Congress of the 
United States cannot interfere with the boundaries 
of the State of Texas without inflicting a deeper 
stain on the high reputation of the Government of 
the United States for justice than would be done 
by appropriating the entire amount of territor 
’ which was acquired by all for the exclusive benefit 
of one-half of those who acquired it. 

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I wish it were in 
my power to act in accordance with the request 
of the honorable Senator from Kentucky, Tr. 
Ciay,] who seems so strongly to deprecate de- 
bate, at the present moment, upon the resolutions 
introduced by him, and who has so strongly 
urged us to deliberate well and dispassionately 
upon these resolutions’ before we take ground 
against them. But indeed, sir, 1 feel it impossi- 
ble to remain altogether silent without more or 
less subjecting myself to misconstruction, and 
exposing to serious danger pfinciples which 1 
hold to be indispensable to the safety of the 
southern States of the Confederacy, and to the 
integrity of the Union itself. L know well that 
the honorable Senator’s intentions are pure and 
patriotic—that he designs only the safety and hap- 
iness of the whole republic; and yet I do verily 

lieve that if the resolutions now introduced by 
him shall be adopted, accompanied by the remarks 
which he has just uttered in our hearing, without 
any response, or even suggestion of objection 
from any southern Senator, a presumption of 
acquiescence might arise which would be deeply 
detrimental to a cause which @ hold dearer than 
life itself. 1 do not propose to discuss these reso- 
lutions in extenso; 1 will not thus far interfere 
with the wishes of the honorable Senator from 


Kentucky ; but a few remarks by way of st, 
I must be allowed at once to put in. hese, 
though, will be as brief as ible. In offering 


such remarks, I find myself somewhat embar- 
rassed, in consequence of never having had an 
opportunity of reading the resolutions of the hon- 
orable Senator, and only having heard them read 
ty him in the course of his comments upon them. 
If I misconstrue their import in any particular it 
will not be matter of surprise to any one, or con- 

Stitute just ground of complaint against me. 
If l understand the resolutions properly, they 
use 


are objectionable, as it seems to me: 1. 
they only assert that itis not ient that Con- 
oe should abolish slavery in the District of 
> —— thus allowing togielitoon i _ to arise 
at Congress has power to legislate on the subject 
of slavery in the District, which may hereafter be 
exercised if it should become expedient to do so; 
whereas, I hold that has, under the 
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| Constitution, no such legislative power at all, and 
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that any attempt thus to legislate would be a gross 
fraud upon all the States of the Union. 

2. The resolutions of the honorable Senator as- 
sert that slavery does not now exiat by law in the 
territories recently acquired fram Mexico; where- 
as | am of opinion that the treaty with the Mexi- 
can republic carried the Constitution, with all its 
guaranties, to all the territory obtained by treaty, 
and seqired the privilege to every southern slave- 
holder to enter any part of it, attended by his slave 
property, and to enjoy the same therein free from 
all molestation or hinderance whatsoever. 

3. Whether slavery is or is not likely to be in- 
troduced into these territories, or into any one of 
them, is a proposition too uncertain, in my judg- 
ment, to be at present positively affirmed; oat} am 
unwilling to make a solemn legislative declaration 
on the point. Let the future provide the appropriate 
solution of this interesting question. 

4. Considering, as | have several times hereto- 
fore formally declared, the title of Texas to all the 
territory embraced in her boundaries as laid down 
in her law of 1836, full, complete, and undeniable, 
I am unwilling to say anything, by resolution or 
otherwise, which may in the least degree draw 
that title into question, as I think is done by one 
of the resolutions of the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky. 

5. Lam, upon constitutional and other grounds, 
wholly opposed to the principle of assuming State 
debts, which 1 understand to be embodied in one of 
the resolutions of the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky. If Texan soil is to be bought, (and with 
certain appropriate safeguards, 1 am decidedly in 
favor of it,) let us pay to the sovereign State of 
Texas the value thereof in money, to be used b 
hersag she pleases. It will be, as | think, more del- 


icate and respectful to let her provide for the man- || 


agement of this matter, which is strictly domestic 
in its character, in such manner as she may choose 
—presuming that she will act wisely, justly, and 
honorably towards all to whom she may be in- 
debted. . 

6. As tothe abolition of the slave trade in the 
District of Columbia, I see no particular objection 
to it, provided it is done in a delicate and judicious 
manner, and is not a concession to menaces or de- 
mands of factionists and fanatics. If other ques- 
tions can be adjusted, this one will, perhaps, occa- 
sion but little difficulty. 

7. The resolutions which provide for the resto- 
ration of fugitives from labor or service, and for 
the establishment of territorial governments free 
from all restriction on the subject of slavery, have 
my hearty approval. The last resolution—which 
asserts that Congress has no power to prohibit the 
trade in slaves from State to State—I equally ap- 

rove. 

8. If all other questions connected with the sub- 
ject of slavery can be satisfactorily adjusted, I see 
no objection to admitting all California above the 
line of 36 degrees and 30 minutes into the Union; 
provided another new slave State can be laid off 
within the present limits of Texas, so as to keep 
up the present equiponderance between the slave 


and the free States of the Union; and provided, || 


further, all this is done by way of compromise, and 
in order to save the Union, (as dear to me as to 
any man living.) 
aving thus frankly stated my objections to the 

honorable Serator’s resolutions, and having stated 
also wherein I approve them, | shall cease to oc- 
cupy the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. CLAY. Itis my purpose not to engage 
at present in the discussion of this subject. 
do I rise to make any observations, except one or 
two, in respect to what the Senator from Texas 
{Mr. Rus«} has said. He, I think, misunderstood 
the line referred to in the resolution, as the pro- 
posed boundary of the State. [t does take him to 
the Del Norte, but it does not give him the whole 
of it from the mouth to its source. And in regard 
to the portion of country acquired from Mexico, 
called New Mexico, it is a proposition to his 
State. On this subject I have expressed the opin- 
ions I hold, and if at any time I shall find it neces- 
sary to discuss these opinions with the honorable 
Senator, perhapg I might be disposed to do so, for 
I differ in toto with him. Sir, | honor the Senator’s 
watchfulness, for it was al per in him, as one 
of the re ntatives of the State of Texas, when 
he found that her garments were to be touched, to 
rise and make his protest against it. But really, 
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sir, when I think of theliberality of the offer, I 
cannot but think that both he and his State had 
better accept than reject it. I: is an offer, however, 
and may be rejected or not. If'so, each party will 
remain in ssion of its own rights. 

Respecting what the Senator from Mississippi 
{Mr. Foore} says, | know that he speaks, from 
kindness ineverything that he has uttered, and Lam 
very happy to find his objections levelled rather 
at the affairs of the District of Columbia, except as 
respects the limits of California, which isa sub- 
ject for fair consideration when the question of her 
admission shall come up. I was not able to get 
maps to consider the question of her limits, and I 
have therefore expressed it in the resolution “ sim- 
ilar limits,” leaving my own mind open upon the 

subject. 
1 think the Senator from Mississippi also will 
find, when he comes to consider the resolution, 
that she-basis of slavery in this District is put on 
a firm footing with regard to the constitutional 
question. I have expressed my opinion, and we 
argued the matter twelve years ago in the Senate, 
and a majority in this body, a large majority, 
thought that there was an implied faith on the part 
| of the Government not to abolish slavery in the 
District; but that the power existed, | suppose at 
| least three-fourths of this body believed at that 
| time. And in lieu of the aeapnes of a resolution 
| —which I think was offered by the Senator from 
| South Carolina [Mr, Ca.noun]—whose illness I 
| have heard with profound sensations of regret, 
| and of whose probable speedy recovery I have 
| heard with great pleasure—which took the ground 
| and advanced the doctrine of its being unconstitu- 
tional, I took a different ground, and at least two- 
thirds, if not a larger portion of thia body, con- 
| curred with me. We thought the power existed, 
but that it could not be exercised withouta violation 
of the good faith implied in the terms of the ces- 
| sion of the District. That is the ground then ta- 
‘ken, and I think the same ground, taken in this 
| resolution, is impregnable now. 
| Mr. FOOTE. lam much gratified to hear the 
explanation of the Senator; still I think, with 
great deference, that the resolution itself is not so 
strong as the Senator has just stated. It is one 
thing to assert the inexpediency of a measure, and 
certainly a very different thing to assert that if 
adopted it would be fraudulent, and adopted-in bad 
faith. This is my opinion, and this is the opinion 
expressed by the Senator from Kentucky now, 
and as I understand formerly expressed by him. 

Mr. CLAY. If the Senator will attend to the 
latter part of the resolution he will .see that the 
expression is inexpedient, on the prince referred 
to. I dare say there are many phrases in the reso- 
lutions which can be improved by suggestion from 
the Senator from Mississippi and others, but if he 
will reflect for a moment he will find that I say 
inexpedient without—what? It is inexpedient 
| unless Maryland and the people of the District 
consent, and unless the property is paid for when 
taken. I think that is as strong ground as can be 
assumed. I would not use the word unconstitu- 
tional. ; 

Mr. FOOTE. I regret that the resolutions of 
the honorable Senator, in regard to the power of 
Congress to abolish slavery in the District of Co- 
| lumbia, are not as explicit or as comprehensive 
as his present words. They were doubtless de- 
| signed to be so; but yet they are not; it being-one 
thing to assert that it is inexpedient to legislate in 
a particular mode, and another and a very-differ- 
ent thing to assert that such legislation would be 
fraudulent. To say that Congress cannot legis- 
late in regard to slavery in the District, except by 
violating the principles of good faith, as pledged in 
the compact of union, is really saying that Con- 
gress cannot thus legislate in this mode at all; 
since it would be not a little absurd, as it seems to 
| me, to suppose that rightful powers of legislation 
| can be conferred by a written constitution, which 

could not be exercised at all, except per fraudem. 

Now, I hold that Congress has no power io 
legislate on the subject of slavery at all, any- 
where; no express power having been given for 








this oe and the authority thus to legislate net 
being clearly deducible as one necessarily arising 
by implication from apy power specifically granted. 
This is, in my Opinion, a prohibited subject, upon 
which it was not designed that Congress shou d 


ever eae at all in any conceivable case. The 


es of good fuith spoken of musi clearly ap- 


princip 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ply as forcibly to Virginia now as before the retro- 
cession of Alexandria; and apply equally, though 
perhaps not quite as strikingly, to all the slave 
S ates of the Union as to Virginia and Maryland. 
No mere assertion of its being inexpedient to 
abolish slavery in the District will prove satisfac- 
tory to « single southern State. 

Mr. CLAY. 1 do not desire to detain the Sen- 
ate buta moment. The Senator and myself dif- 
fer, that is all. Ido not hold to the opinion which 
he does, and I will put a case to him. Suppose 
slavery is abolished in Maryland to-morrow, could 
not Congress abolsh slavery in the District? Sup- 
pose Virginia and Maryland both abolish slavery 


to-morrow, must it still ape here, and is there |, 


no power to abolish it? he implied faith, ac- | 
cording to the view twelve years ago, was a faith 
implied to the ceding States. They were not sup- | 


posed when making the cession to have anticipated || 


the exercise of the power of abolishing slavery 
while it continued within their limits. That is the 
limitation of plighted faith we maintained and 
contended for at that time, but we never supposed | 
it included all.the States,in the Union. Certainly | 
[I never supposed that if slavery was abolished in 
Maryland and Virginia, it must still apply to this 
District for all time and eternity. 

Mr. FOOTE. I feel certain that the honorable | 
Senator from Kentucky cannot recently have ex- 
amined the former senatorial debatés upon this | 
subject, in which he participated so prominently. | 
In this respect I have the advantage of him, as | | 
have very lately looked through all the volumes of | 
the Congressional Globe, in which this delicate | 
ene has been discussed; and I feel justified in | 
declaring that the general doctrine maintained by | 
southern Senators has been that Congress had no 
power to legislate on the subject of slavery at all 
in ,this District; or at least, no such legislation 
could occur without a violation of the principles of 
Fie faith towards all the slave States, including 

aryland and Virginia. Indeed I think that this 
doctrine was formerly upheld, upon some occa- 
sions, by several Democratic Senators from the 
free States. 

One incident I well recollect, and the honorable 
Senator will not fail to remember itwhen I re- 
mind him of it; Mr. Leigh— Watkins Leigh, of | 
Virginia, a warm personal and political friend of 
the honorable Senator from Kenweky—found it 
necessary to express himself—I believe it was in 
the year 1836—directly in opposition to the views 
then maintained by the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky. After Mr. Leigh’s argument—which 
was one of unusual ability—had been concluded, 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky arose and 
said, in substance, that could the convictions which 
he entertained touching the power of Congress 
over the subject of slavery in the District have 
been shaken or altered by any argument, the 
speech of his honorable friend from Virginia might 
have produced that effect, but that his original 
Opinion remained unaltered. From this incident it 
is most apparent that even at that early day there 
was not that absolute unanimity of sentiment 
among the southern members of this body which 
the honorable Senatar from Kentucky supposes to 
have existed. 

Mr. MASON. It is with much reluctance at 
any time that I trespass on the time of the Senate 
after the hour of actual business has arrived, but 
Ido not feel myself at liberty, standing as | do 
upon this question, to allow the resolutions offered 
by the Senator from Kentucky to pass unnoticed 
on my part, lest it should possibly be considered 
that the State which I represent in part is prepared, | 
I would almost say to any extent, to respond to 
the spiritof these resolutions. Sir, ! regret deeply 
that, in the earnest and honest desire which | have 
no doubt the Senator entertains to have these dis- 
turbing questions composed, he has felt it his duty, 
representing one of the slaveholding States, to 
offer such a proposition. [I would go with him 
who went furthest, but withm the limits of strict 
duty, in adjusting these unhappy differences; but 
I do not feel at liberty to move one step towards 
such a compromise, if constitutional right is in- 
vaded in the slightest degree. 

Sir, so far as | have read these resclutions, 
there is but one proposition to which I can give 
a hearty assent, and that is the resolution which 
proposes to organize Territorial governments at 
once in these Territories, without a declaration |) 
one way or the other as to their domestic inatitu- || 








tions. But there is another which I deeply regret 
to see introduced into this Senate by a Senator 
from a slaveholding State; it is that which assumes 
that slavery now does not exist by law in those 
countries. I understand one of these propositions 
to declare that by law slavery is now abolished in 
New Mexico and California. That was the very 
proposition advanced by the ren-slaveholding 
States at the last session, combated and disproved. 
as | thought, by gentlemen from the slaveholding 
States, and which the compromise bill was framed 
to test. 


tion of the Senator from Kentucky. If the con- 
trary is true, | presume-the Senator from Kentucky 


|| would declare that if a law is now valid in the 


Territories abolishing slavery, that it could not be 


introduced there even if’a law was passed crea- || 
| ting the institution or repealing the statutes already || 
a doctrine never assented to, so far as I || 
| know, until now, by any Senator representing one | 


existing; 
of the slaveholding States. Sir, | hold the very 
opposite, and with such confidence that at the last 
session I was willing and did vote for a bill to test 
this question in the Supreme Court. 
olution assumes the other doctrine to be true, and 


our assent is challenged to it as a proposition in | 


law. 
I do not mean to detain the Senate by any dis- 


cussion, but I deemed it to be my duty to enter a | 


decided protest on the part of Virginia against 
such doctrines. They concede the whole question 
at once, that our people shall not go into the new 


Territories and take their property with them; a | 


doctrine to which I never will assent, «nd for which, 


sir, no lawcan be found. There are other portions 
| of the resolutions, for which, if they could be 


separated, I should be very willing to vote 
respecting fugitive slaves, and that respecting the 
Organization of governments in these Territories, 
I should be willing to vote for, and | am happy to 


| declare the gratificetion I experience at finding the | 


Senator from Kentucky differing so much on this 
subject from the Executive message recently laid 
before the Senate. 1 beg not to be understood as 
having spoken in any spirit of unkindness towards 
the Senator from Kentucky, for whom I entertain 
the warmest and most profound respect; but I can- 


| not but express also my regret that he has felt it 


improved. 


to be his duty, standing as he does before this 
people, and representing the people he does, to in- 
troduce into this body resolutions of this kind. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Asieslabings. 

continue the discussion, but, as it has been made 
an historical question as to what the position of 
the Senate was twelve years ago, and as with 
great regret I see this, the conservative branch of 
the Government, tending towards that fanaticism 
which seems to prevail with the majority in the 
United States, I wish to read from the journals of 
that date the resolutions tuen adopted, and to show 
that they went further than the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky has stated. | take it for granted, 
from the date to which the honorable Senator has 


‘alluded, he means the resolutions introduced by 


the honorable Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Canoun,] not now in his seat, and to which the 


So far I regarded the question of law as | 
| disposed of, and it was very clearly and satisfac- 
|| torily shown to be against the spirit of the resolu- 


Yet this res- | 


That | 


I do not rise to | 


|| abolish slavery within any district of cou 
| the Indian tribes, where it. now exists 
— amu of the United States in wi ‘ 
| because of the serious alarm and just ap “nsi * 
| would be thereby gaxcited in the Seta a 
mestic ineutation fin cause the people of that Territory} ~ 
notasked it to be Tne, and, when admitted into the c oe 
will be exclusively entitled to decide that questi a 
themselves ; because it would be in violation of the eel = 
tious of the treaty between the United States and 8s se 
the 22d of February, 1819; and also because itwoult be 
Violation of a solemn compromise, made at a meinn a 
and critical period iu the history of this country, by wien” 
Whilst slavery was prohibited north, it was adinitied or 
of the line of thirty-six degrees and thirty minutes neu? 
|) latitude.” _" 


Btry set apart 4 
or in Florida, - 
hich it now exis 


| 
| 


3ut this resolution was not finally adopted 

Upon the motion of Mr. Bucttanan to amend said 

amendment, by striking out the secorid clause 

thereof, commencing with the word * regolyeg » 
|| it was determined in the effirmative, and finajiy 
the resolution which here follows was substitute; 
in place of the second clause: 

“That the interference, by the citizens of any of tie 
|| States, with a view to the abolition of slavery in this Dis. 
| trict, is endangering the rights and security of the people of 

the Distriet; and that any act or measure of Congress, de. 
| signed to abolish slavery tn this District, would be a vioia. 
|| tion of the faith implied in the cessions by the States of Vir. 
ginia and Mary land; a just cause of alarm to the people of 
the slaveholding States, and havea direct and inevitatie 
tendqney to disturb and endanger the Union.” 

‘Lhis was the form in which the resolution was 
finally adopted, passing by a vote of thirty-six io 
eight. Here, then, was fully and broadly asserted 
the danger resulting from the interference in the 
question of slavery in the District 6f Columbia, as 
trenching upon the rights of the slaveholding 
States. Twelve years only have elapsed, yet this 
|| brief period has swept away even theremembrance 
|, of principles then deemed sacred and necessary io 
| secure the safety of the Union. Now an honorabje 
_and distinguished Senator, to whom the country 
| has been induced to look for something that would 
| heal the existing dissensions, inatead of raising new 
barriers against encroachment, dashes down those 
heretofore erected and augments the existing dan- 
ger. A representative from one of the siaveholding 
States raises his voice for the first time in disregard 
of this admitted right. Nor, Mr. President, did 
he stop here. The bonndary of a State, with 
which we have no more right to interfere than with 
the boundary of the State of Kentucky, is en- 
croached upon. The United States, sir, as the 
ogent for Texas, had a right to settle the question 
of boundary between Texas and Mexico. ‘Texas 
was not annexed as territory, but was admitted as 
a State, and at the period of her admission her 

boundaries were established by her Congress. 

She, by the terms of annexation, gave to the 

United States the right to define her boundary 

by treaty with Mexico; but the United States, in 

the treaty made with Mexico subsequent to tie 
war with that country, received from Mexico 
| not merely a cession of the territory that was 


claimed by Texas, but much which lay beyond 
the asserted limits. Shall we, then, act simply 
as the agent of Texas in the settlement of this 
question of boundary, take from the principal for 
whom we act that territory which belongs to her, 
to which we asserted her title against Mexico, and 

Why, sir, it would 





appropriate it to ourselves? 


Senator from Kentucky proposed certain amend-|| be a violation of justice and of a principle of law 


ments. Of the resolutions introduced by the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, I will read the fifth in 
the series, that to which the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky must have alluded. It is in these 
words: 


“* Resolved, That the intermeddling of any State, or 
States, or their citizens, to abolish slavery in the District, or 
any of the Territories, on the ground or under the pretext 
that itis immoral or sinful, or the passage of any act or 
measure of Congress with that view, would be a direct and 
dangerous attack on the institutions of all the slaveholding 
States.” 


Such is the general form of the proposition. It 
was variously modified, but never, in my opinion, 
n the 27th, the fifth resolution being 
again under consideration, Mr. Cray, of Ken- 
tucky, moved to amend the amendment by striking 
out all after the word “ resolved,’’ and insert: 


“That the interference, by the citizens of any of the 
States, with a view to the abolition of slavery in this Dis- 
trict, is endangering the rights and security of the peuple of 
the District; and that any act or measure of Congress de- 
signed to abolish slavery in this District would be a viola- 


| tion of the faith implied in the cessions by the States of Vir- 


ginia and Maryland; a just cau-e of alarm to the people of 
the Staveholding States, and have a direct and inevitable 


tendency to disturb and endanger the Union. 
“And, resolved, That it would be highly inexpedient to 





which is so plain that it does not require one to 
have been bred to @he profession of law to under- 
stand it. The principle I refer to is, that an agent 
cannot take for his own benefit anything resulung 
from the matter in controversy, after having ac- 
quired it as belonging to the principal for whom 
he acts. The agent cannot appropriate to himself 
rights acquired for his client. ‘Phe right of Texas, 
|| therefore, to that boundrary was made complete 
by the treaty of peace, which silenced the oniy 
‘| rival claim to the territory. It was distinctly 
| defined by the acts of her Congress, before the 
| time of annexation; and I have only to refer to 
{ 


those acts to show that the boundary of Texus 
| was the Rio Bravo del Norte, from its morth to 
|| its source. What justice, or even decent regard 
| for fairness, can there be, now that Texas has 
acceded to annexation upon certain terms, to pro- 
pose a change of boundary in violation of those 
terms, and by the power we hold over her asa 
| part of the Union? Can this power extend so far 

as to take from hera portion of her territory, or (0 
|| assert there is a portion to which she is not enti- 
tled? 

These constitute with me two great objeciions 
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itions of the honorable Senator from 

wivoky: but, without stating all the ee 
that | have, and they are very many, I will merely 
int out a few of the prominent points to which 
F object in the argument of the Senator. He as- 
umes as facts thmgs which are mere matters of 
opinion, and 1 think of erroneous and injurious 


opinion. But, deferring the discussion to another | 


occasion, | desire at present merely to notice the as- 
sertion of the honorable Senator that slavery would 
never, under any Circumstances, be established in 
California. This, though stated asa fact, is buta 
mere opinion—an opinion with which I do not 
yecord. It was to work the gold mines on this 
continent that the Spaniards first brought Africans 
the country. The European races now engaged 
in working the mines of California sink under 


the burning heat and sudden changes of the cli- || 


mate, to which the African race are altogether 


peter adapted. The production of rice, sugar, | 


and cotton is no better adapted to slave labor than 
the digging, washing, and quarrying of the gold 
mines. 


We, sir, have not asked that slavery should be || 


established in California. We have only esked 


hat there should not be any restriction; that cli- | 


mate and soil should be left free to establish the 
institution or not, as experience should determine. 


Sir, after the agitation of the subject within these || 
halls and elseWhere has prevented the introduction || 


of slavery—by preventing the emigration of slave- 


holders with their property—are we now to be || 
told that the question is settled? More than that: | 


When we have acquired territory over which the 


Constitution of the United States is thereby ex- | 
tended, and which the citizens of the United States | 
have a right to occupy, and to establish therein | 


what laws they please, in accordance with the 
principles of the Constitution—in which they have 
aright to establish what institutions they please— 


it is now claimed that: the municipal regulations || 


which previously existed shall still govern the peo- 
ple,and that a portion of the citizens of the United 
States shall thus be precluded from going there 
with their property. This rule has, however, in 


discussion here, only been applied to the property | 


of slaveholders; as though slaves were the only 
property under the laws of Mexico prohibited from 
entering California. It is to be remembered that 


ther aggressions upon the minority in this Union; | 
ahd will never consent to any proposition which || 
| will have such a tendency, without a full guaranty || 
| or counteracting measure is connected with it. [ | 





| forbear commenting at any further length upon the | 
| propositions embraced in the resolutions. at this | 
time. 

Mr. CLAY. I am extremely sorry that this 
premature, and—allow me to say—in my opinion | 
| unnecessary discussion has taken place. hen- 
| ever the Senator who has just resume his seat 
| chooses to meet me in argument at a proper time, 
'| | pledge myself tor show him that there is not the 
|| slightest discrepancy in my course in 1838 and 
| now. 
| Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Now is the time. || 
| Mr. CLAY. I choose not to give way now. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Miasissippi. The Senator | 
| asked me to name my time; and I say now. 

Mr. CLAY. Not until lam done. I am re- | 
| minded of my coming from a slave State. I tell | 
|| the Senator from Mississippi, and I tell the Senator 


|| from Virginia, that | know my duty, and that I | 


i 
it 
} 





} 
' 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


| mean to express the opinions that | entertain, fear- |, 
‘| less of all mankind. 
| But, sir, in regard to this resolution of 1838, I | 
| regret extremely this premature discussion. 1 | 
think it would have been better for the whole Sen- | 
ate if it had been deferred. And I trust the gen- 
tlemen on the other side will excuse me for saying 
|| that it would have’ been better for themselves if 
they had forborne to enter into the discussion until | 
| the question came regularly up. But, sir, as I do | 
not choose that what i consider a mistaken repre- | 
| 
| 
| 


sentation of my sentiments in 1838 should go out, | 
I will simply state what they were then, and what | 
they are now. | 
|| Sir, there is not a word in that resolution that || 
|| implies that any faith was pledged to the States, | 
| other than to Virginia and to Maryland, that Con- | 
gress would not abolish slavery in this District. 
|| The resolution says that the agitation of the question 
|| of abolition by people living out of the District is, 
|| In its tendency, dangerous to the slave States; and 
| that the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 
|| lambia would be just cause of alarm, not merely || 
to Virginia and Maryland, but to all the slave | 
States. And why? hat was it that Abolition- | 
|, ists then proposed? Jt was abolition without com- | 


| 





the late Secretary of the Treasury, in a report to || pensation; it was to take the slaves without paying | 


Congress, stated that the Mexican law prohibited 
the entrance of some sixty articles of commerce; 


was that contained in the edict of a usurper, under 
the specious pretext that it was necessary, in order 
to oppose the invasion of the country by Spain? 
This decree was recognized by a subsequent Con- 
gress, 80 far as to pass a law authorizing payment 
for slaves so liberated. It was the emancipation 
of all the slaves in Mexico; an act if you please 
of abolition, not of prohibition; not, whatever con- 
struction may be placed upon it, done in accord- 


ance with the forms of law, and requirements of || been, a just cause of alarm to the owners of that 


their constitution. But we have not proposed to 


inquire into the legality of the abolition, neither | 


has any southern man asked that that decree 
should be repealed, or that those liberated under 
lls provisions should be returned to slavery. We 
only claim that there shall be an equality of immu- 
nities and privileges among citizens of all parts of 
the United States; that Mexican law shall not be 
applied so as to create inequality between citizens, 


* by preventing the immigration of any. 
But, sir, we are called on to receive this as a || slavery as well as upon all other subjects 


measure of compromise! Is a measure in which 
we of the minority are to receive nothing, a meas- 
ureofcompromise? 1 look upon,jit as buta modest 
mode of taking that, the claim to which has been 
more — asserted by others; and that | may be 
understood upon this question, and that my posi- 
tion may go forth to the country in the same 
columns that convey the sentiments of the Senator 
from Kentucky, I here assert that never will I take 

than the Missouri compromise line extended 
to the Pacific ocean, with the specific recognition 
of the right to hold slaves in the territory below 
that line; and that, before such territories are ad- 
mitted into the Union as States, slaves may be 
taken there from any of the United States at the 
Option of their owners. can never consent to 
€'ve additional power to a majority to eommit fur- 


|| for them. And would it not in that form have been | 
| a just cause of alarm to the other States of the |: 
this was prohibition by law of Congress, and || Union owning property of that description? The || 
slavery has never been so prohibited. It never || assertion, therefore, of opinion which I made then || 
has been prohibited by the Mexican Congress in was, that, by the nature and objects of the cession 


California; and the only prohibition ever issued || of the ten-miles-square by Virginia and Maryland, 


|| itcould not have been anticipated by either of | 
|| those States that the power conveyed to the Gen- 
eral Government over the ten-miles-square would 
be so exercised as to abolish slavery within those || 
States respectively; and, further, that, slavery | 
continuing in Virginia and Maryland, if such an 
abolition were to take place in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and without compensation to the slave- 
holder, it would be, as it undoubtedly would have 





| description of property, wherever situated. Now, || 
sir, that was my doctrine in 1838, and that is my 
doctrine still. 

Sir, I do not regard the mere phraseology of the || 
resolution. _I will not substitute the word ‘* un- 
constitutional” for the word ‘‘ inexpedient,’’ for I 
do not believe it to be unconstitutional. I cannot || 
believe it. If a power to legislate in all cases || 
whatever be granted to Congress, does it not com- 
prehend the power to legislate on the ootiee of || 

? The |! 
power is there; but there is an implied faith con- || 
nected with the power, resulting from the cireum- 


stances to which I have referred; imposing on |, 


Congress the obligation not to exercise the power 


j 


| not quarrel about 
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line. And now, sir, coming from a slave State, 
as | do, I owe it to myself, | owe it to trath, lowe 
it to the subject, to say that no earthly power could 


|| induce me to vote for a spevific measure for the 


introduction of slavery where it had not before ex- 
isted, either south or north of that line. Coming 


as I do from a slave State, it is my solemn, delib- 
_ erate and well matured determination that no pow- 


er, no earthly power, shall compel me to vote for 


_ the positive introduction of slavery either south or 


worth of that line. Sir, while you reproach; and 
justly too, our British ancestors for the introduc- 
tion of this institution upon the continent of Amer- 
ica, | am, for one, unwilling that the posterity of 


| the present inhabitants of California and of New 


Mexico shall reproach us for doing just what.we 
reproach Great Britain for doing to us. If the 
citizens of those Territories choose to establish 


| slavery, and if they come here with constitutions 


establishing slavery, | am for admitting them with 
such provisions in their constitutions; but then it 


|, will be their own work, and not ours, and their 
| posterity will have to reproach them, and not us 


fur forming constitutions allowing the institution 


|| of slavery to exist among them. These are ~~ 


views, sir, and I choose to express them; and 
care not how extensively or universally they are 
known. The honorable Senator from Virgiria 
has expressed his opinion that slavery exists in 
these Territories, and | have no doubt that opin- 
ion is sincerely and honesty entertained by him; 
and | would say, with equal sincerity and honesty, 
that I believe that slavery nowhere exists within 
any portion of the territory acquired by us from 
Mexico. ~ He holds a directly contrary opinion to 
mine, as he has a a right to do; and we will 
that difference of opinion. 

But, sir, I sincerely regret, as | have before 
stated, a diacussion upon these resolutions at this 
time; for I could show, and at a proper time 


'| would show, that the proposition which I make 


of leaving the subject unacted upon with regard 
to slavery—without any declaration either for or 
against it—leaving the question entirely open—t 
say I could show that it is a much better propo- 
sition, as far as the interests of the South are con- 
cerned, than that of extendwg the Missouri line 
to the Pacific, unless you should couple with it 
that which the Senator from Mississippi knows to 
be impossible, a declaration or provision for the 
introduction of slavery south of that Jine. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Mississippi 


| knows that. 


Mr CLAY. And | say, sir, in my place, that 
I consider it is much better for the South that the 


| whole subject should be open on both sides of an 


imaginary line—for instance, the line of 36° 30’— 


than that slavery should be interdicted positively 


north of 36° 30’, with freedom to introduce or es- 
tablish slavery south of that line, according to the 
will of the people; and the proposition that I have 
made ia infinitely better for the South than the 
proposition which the Senator has suggested, un- 
less he could persuade Congress to adopt his prop- 


| osition to declare positively and absolutely the 
right to introduce slavery south of that line. Now, 


all this I could have shown, and would have 


shown, if necessary, in the progress of the argu- 
| ment, if Senators had not entered into a discus- 


sion, and committed themselves upon the ques- 


| tion—if they had chosen to wait and give a full 
‘and fair consideration to these resolutions—to 


view them as a system, and to view them inde- 
pendently of each other. But they have chosen 


| to anticipate the argument, and I could not remain 


silent in justice to myself, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The Senator 
from Kentucky rose with an announcement that 
he wanted to know my time for meeting him in 
argument, and I have told him that my time is 
now. Several times has he regretted this prema- 


as long as slavery in Virginia and Maryland || ture discussion; but pray, sir, who introduced it? 


exists. And, now that Virginia has separated 
from the District, such abolition may not take 
place without the consent of the people of the Dis- 
trict and of Maryland, and also without, what I 
contended for in 1838, compensation to the owners 
of the slaves for their property thus liberated. 

1 am extremely sorry to hear the Senator from 
Mississippi say that he requires, first, the exten- 
sion of the Missouri compromise line to the Pa- 
cific, and also that he is not satisfied with that, but 
requires, if | understood him correctly, a positive 
provision fdr the admission of slavery south of that 


| The Senator submitted his resolutions, discussed 


' them seriatim, and then concluded with a set 
speech. Are we to understand that all this was 
| done without intending to influence opinion? Was 
it a mere volley of blank cartridges that he was 
| firing, in order that he might come up under cover 
| of the smoke, and make a charge upon us before 
| wesaw him? Why, sir, at the door of any other 
| man might lie the charge of entering prematurely 
| upon this discussion more properly than at mine. 
| He it wae who began the discussion, and I was 

the last to engage in it. But he annonnces as his 











250 





a er ee nnn 
i a 





conviction, as hie determined purpose, to resist 
the introduction of slavery into any part of Cali- 
fornia. Sir, his opinions may have been very 
deliberately formed. He may have been all the 
time making up those determinations, that he has 
been preparing these resolutions; for certainly no 
language of mine can have produced the determi- 
nation of the Senator. I have not proposed to 
compel slaveholders to take their slaves to Califor- 
nia, nor to revive the African slave trade. Neither 
wes the construction warranted by my having 
used the word upon which he hangs argument. 
I did not use the word “ introduction,”’ nor sug- 
gest the idea of compulsion. The Senator has 
set up his own cob-house, to show how skillfully 
he could knock it down. It is no fabric of mine. 
We maintain that it is the right of the people of 
the South to carry this species of property to any 
portion of the Territories of the United States; 
that it rests under the Constitution, upon the same 
basis as other property; but, when speaking of a 
compromise, it was the ultimatum I announced. 
It is strange that the Senator from Kentucky. 
should be so much surprised; it certainly was not 
a new question with him, nor with his colleague, 
with whom, ona former occasion, a similar prop- 
osition originated. It is a partial recognition of 
a right we claim to be co-extensive with the Terri- 
tories of the United States; but which we are 
willing, in a spirit of compromise, and in compli- 
anee with the past acquiescence of the States, to 
restrict by the parallel of 36° 30' north. 

Now, this is conceding agreatdeal. If the line 
were established upon any great principle aris- 
ing from climate or productions, it would be differ- 
ent; then the line would not extend upon the same 
parallel of latitade. If it were a line of tempera- 
ture, then, as the isothermal line bends upward, it 
would go north of that parallel of latitude. It is 
out of respect to the past, and from anxious desire 
peaceably to adjust a most vexatious and dangerous 

uestion, that we agree to adopt this abitrary line. 
And this compromise, upon which most of his 
fame rests, originated, under like circumstances, 
with the Senator who now with such settled pur- 
pose declares his opposition to a fair application 
of its principle to thé present case. Then all the 
territory involved, that of Missouri, was slave 
territory; the compromise act prohibited slavery 
in a part of the territory. Now, according to the 
position of ,the Senator, slavery is excluded from 
the whole territory of California and New Mex- 
ico. What, then, would the application of the 
spirit of the Missouri compromise require? Clearly 
that in running the line the question should be put 
at rest by declaring that below said line slavery 
should be permitted. It is common property of 
the States, and if it be proposed to make a division 
of it, fairness and future peace require that the 
rights and conditions of each part should be pre- 
scribed. Less than this would: but narrow the 
ground and preserve the controversy. And unless 
that compromise was founded in fraud, we expect 
its application in this case, where all is disputed, 
express provisions on both sides of the line.. We 
cannot agree to leave the question open, especially 
after what has been said to-day. It is the effect 
and not the ferm which I consider it my duty to 
examine. What matters it whether it be under 
cover of the acts of the Mexican Government, or 
by the operation of Congressional law, that 
sinvery is excluded? The effect is the same, un- 
der the rule the Senator from Kentucky adopts, as 
would result from an act of prohibition by the 
Congress of the United States. I can only say 
that whenever the Senator chooses to mabe his 
ment, I shall be ready to meet it. 
Mr. KING. 1 regret that this discussion has 
sprungup. f think it has been characterized by a 
little more feeling than the oceasion called for. I 
myself entertained the opinion that the Senator 
from Kentucky brought forward his resolutions 
with the best ible intentions, in order to calm 
the irritation that unfortanately exists in regard to 
the slavery question; and to point out, as far as 
practicable, according to his judgment, a mode by 
which it could be settled, so as to restore fraternal 
relations to every portion of the United States. 
While I state this, and while I listened with pleas- 
ure to many of the remarks of the honorable Sen- 
ator, | am d to say that | do not concur with 
him in several of the positions he occupies in these 
resolutions. But, ir, while I do not, I appreciate 
the views and f honor the motives of the honorable 
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Senator, and I trust and hope it will be the means 


of leading gentlemen on all sides to turn their at- 
tention to an investigation of the matter, and final- 
ly to the adoption of such a measure as will pre- 
serve the rights of all, and restore harmony to the 
entire country. : 

Sir, I have long seen that no good results from 
angry discussion upon any question, however un- 
important it may be; and, as this question is wel) 
calculated to excite such feeling, | conjure gentle- 
men to keep as far as possible within those temper- 
ate and calm limits which ought to be practicable 
to all, in the diseussion of questions in the Senate 
of the United States which are of the utmost im- 
portance. 

Mr. President, while Iam up, I must be per- 
mitted to say that I think the honorable Senator 


from Kentucky is perfectly correct in character- || 


izing the constitution of California as being very 
irregular in the mode of its formation, and in the 
measures resorted to for the purpose of establish- 
ing a systenrof government there. How far, under 
these circumstances, it may become us to accept 
that constitution, is not for me to say; but I will 
simply remark, that unless many objections that 
exist, according to the representations that have 
been made regarding it, are removed, I never can 
give it my sanction. [am for pursuing the good 
old mode that has been pointed out by the Senator 
from Kentucky—the mode that he and I have 
been accustomed to see practiced so many years, 
when we were in the House of Representatives. 
Then, sir, all went on well. We gave to such ter- 
ritories as we had, territorial governments— 
trained them up—fitted them for the exercise and 
enjoyment of our institutions; and when thus 


fitted, and when they had a population sufficient || 


to entitle them to become States, we received them 


selves constitutions and State governments. This, 
sir, has been departed from in some instances, but 
it has been departed from in no instance in which 
a departure was more unjustifiable than in that 
which has been referred to by the honorable Sen- 
ator; because I think, independently of the inter- 
ference to prevent certain institutions from being 
adopted, there was not that kind of population 
there that justified the formation of a State gov- 
ernment; made up as that population seems to 
be, of Chinese, Sandwich Islanders, Mexicans, 
and the people of other foreign countries. 

With regard to the opinions of honorable Sena- 
tors respecting the operation of the laws of Mexico 
in. our newly-acquired territories, there may be, 
and no doubt is, an honest difference of opinion 
with regard to that matter. Some believe that the 
municipal institutions of Mexico override the pro- 
visions of our Constitution and prevent us from 
carrying our slaves there. That is a matter which 
I do not propose to discuss; it has been discussed 
at length in the debate upon the compromise bill, 
putting it on the ground of a judicial decision. Sir, 
I know not—nor is ita master of much importance 
with me—whether that which the honorable Sen- 
ator states to be fact, and which, as has been re- 
marked by the Senator from Mississippi, can only 
be conjectural, be in reality so or not, that slavery 
never can go there. This is what is stated, how- 
ever. Well, be it so. If slave labor be not profit- 
able there, it will not go there, or, if it go, who 
will be benefited? Not the South. They will 
never compel it to go there. We are misunder- 
stood—grossly, I may ae honorable Sena- 
tors, though not intentionally; but we are contend- 
ing for principle, and a great principle—a principle 
lying at the very foundation of, our constitutional 
rights—involving, as has been remarked, our prop- 
erty; in one word, involving our safety, our 
honor, and all that is dear to us as American 
freemen. Well, sw, for that principle we will 
be compelled to contend to the utmost, and to 
resist aggression at every hazard and at every 
sacrifice. That is the position in which we are 
oo We ask no act of Congress—as has 

n properly intimated by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi—to carry slavery anywhere. Sir, I be- 
lieve we have about as much constitutional power 
to prohibit slavery from going into the Territo- 
ries of the United States as we have to pass 
an act carrying slavery there. We have no 


right to do either the one or the other. I would 


as soon vote in favor of the Wilmot proviso as I |, ly 
would vote for any law which required that || stated that 


slavery should go into any of the Territories. 
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| There is a material difference, however, hctreen 











ithe two. The Senator from Kentucky ceriain| 
| must have misunderstood the Senator from Mi 

_sissippi. The honorable Senator from Miasie 
| sippi never could have intended to say that | 
_ Sought to procure the sag Aiecliew act of Con. 
| gress establishing slavery in Territories where th, 
| institution did not al exist, or in Territor; 

|of the United States which we had a right. 
| govern by territorial government prior to the tj 

| of forming constitutions for themselves, The 
‘difference is this, that there shall be a secu, 
. that slavery shall not be prohibited. There ; 
| the difference—not that it shall be admitted 
‘established, but that it shall not be prohibinn 
| Do I understand the honorable Senator correctly; 
| Mr. DAVIS. That the right shell be reco, 


| nised. 

| Mr. KING. Well, sir, I agree with the honor. 
| able Senator from ee in very much that 
_ he has said respecting the District of Columbia, 
| The terms of his resolution in regard to the Dis. 
| trict, however, are not precisely such as [ should 
| have used to convey the idea that he intends 
though perhaps the Senator fas done jt much 
| more appropriately. But, sir, I agree that whethe 
| the Congress of the United States has, under the 
Constitution, the right to abolish slavery in the 
District of Columbia or not, it would be, in the 
| language of an individual who, in a celebrated jn. 
| augural address, placed the matter before the coun. 
| try in a light that was recognized as the true one 
| —as gross a violation of good faith towards Ma- 
ryland and Virginia as if it had been expressly 
| prohibited in the Constitution, as long as those 
| States remained slaveholding States. 

With regard to what is called the slave trade, | 


have never seen the day—and Senators are aware 
into the Union, after they had formed for them- | 


| of it, I presume, from the course I have pursued 


for the purpose of breaking up those miserable 
, establishments that exist under the very eyes of 
Congress itself, and are so offensive to many gen- 
| tlemen, who feel, perhaps, more sensitive on the 
subject than I do. I am free to say that I am the 
— last man who would be willing to éncourage 
| such establishments. 
| [shall not say anything about the rights of 
| Texas. I think with my friend from Mississippi, 
| that that question, when it comes to be tested, will 
| settle itself in a way that will secure to Texas all 
| that she originally claimed, and which she prob- 
ably would have lost in part, if negotiations with 
| Mexico had been brought to a close; but inasmuch 
| as the negotiations were broken off and war en- 
| sued, we, the contracting parties, negotiating the 
| boundary, having got possession of the country, 
_with a very bad grace can turn round to Texas 
“and say, we have obtained possession of the coun- 
| try by conquest, and we will keep it for ourselves. 
That is the Whole of the matter. 
| Now, sir, im regard to most of the resolutions 
| of the Senator from Kentucky, I am disposed to 
~ them an attentive and careful examination. 
| Tam disposed to yield all I can in honor—all I 
| can without the sacrifice of essential rights—in 
| order to settle this question. I had hoped that it 
' was not the design of the honorable Senator, in 
| introducing these resolutions, to press a vote upon 
_ them on the part of the Senate; but that they were 
_ intended as the groundwork for the settlement of 
| the question, by having the subject brought to the 
| attention of the appropriate committees, and hay- 
| ing the whole matter {presented at once, in order, 


if possible, to come to some agreement by which 
the rights of all should be secured, and if there 

_ were found to be some little differences, that good 
| sense and moderate counsels should ultimately 
| prevail, and a satisfactory adjustment of the ques 
| tion be effected. , I beg pardon of the Senate for 
, having detained them so ry Fae 5 
Mr. CLAY. One word, Mr. President, in ref- 
erence to what has been said by the honorable 
Senator from Alabama. I am extremely happy 
hear him express those sentiments which he has 

| appropriately advanced, because, from « Senator 
of his great experience in the councils of the na- 
tion, we may reasonably expect a matured opinion. 
I am happy to find that there is so little difference 

| between us. I have risen, however, merely ‘ 
_ make a single correction, which perhaps was hard- 
. My worthy friend from Alabama 
admitted that California had come 
with great irregularity, and through improper 


| heretofore—when I was not willing to pass a law ‘ 
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that that was 


* pute to me any such motive? 


1850. 


res. That was not my | 

me the word ** en I had no refer- 
t measures, for | mean to'separate — 
ave vets as ible from all parties with ° 
to this subject. I meant by irregularity | 
referwat was done which had been-done with ref- 

erence to Michigan, and at a later period with ref- 
erence to Florida; that the attempt was made to | 

give to California a State government before she 
had had a Territorial government; that is all I 
t. 
oir, a single word and { havedone. My worthy | 
friend, as well as other gentlemen in the Senate, | 


have adverted to the fact that in this war with Mex- | 


ico, which as we all know was in part connected | 
with Texas and her limits, the United States were | 
the trustees for Texas; and, having obtained pos- | 
session of the territories lying on the borders of | 
Texas, the States are therefore bound to give to 
the cestui que trust what she was of her own right | 
entitled to originally. 
{ think the worthy Senator and others have | 
omitted one view of the matter. Sir, it .was not | 
conquest; it was a — for which we paid | 
ffieen millions of dollars; and undoubtedly Texas, | 
if she had a claim upon that purchase, should come 
in and pay @ part of the purchase money, though 





that is probably the last thing she would think of | 
doing. #79 . 
Mr. RUSK. I dislike to be drawn again into | 


the discussion; and it is only for the purpose of 
making a single statement that I now rise, and I 





think [am justified in making a few remarks, inas- || 


much as it has unfortanately so happened that | 
whenever this subject of Texan boundary has | 
been discussed heretofore, it has been upon some | 
abstract question, and very frequently in order to 
manufacture public opinion for party purposes. 

Mr. CLAY. Does the hensaubha Senator im- 


Mr. RUSK. No,sir. But I mean to say this: 
the resolutions of the Senator will go forth to the 
world accompanied by the declarations of the dis- 
tinguished Senator, twice repeated here, adverse to | 
the claim of Texas. Can he be ignorant that there 
are thousands upon thousands in these United 
States who will not ask for proof when they have 
his opinion? Willall this have no effect? Would 
itnot more or less influence the public mind? I 
do not charge the Senator with intending anything 
improper; but is he not aware that such will be the 
effect of it? And have I not received a sort of re- 
buke from the Senator for simply stating in this 
connection what I conceive to be the rights of my 
State ? 

Mr. CLAY. Not at all; I rather applauded the 
Serator. 

Mr. RUSK. Sir, have we not had here a discus- 
sion in which the statements and arguments of the 
Senator, on one side only, have been made, and 
will go out to the community? And, whatever may 
have been intended, I submit, will it have no effect 
on public opinion? Ido not deem it conan now, 
togo into argument in answer to the Senator’s 
position; but has the Senator investigated this 
subject? Does he not know that, appended to the 
treaty with Mexico, of which he speaks, signed 
and sealed by the commissioners who negotiated 
it, and expressly made a part of the treaty, there 
'8a map which defines all the territory east of the 
Rio Grande and. to the 42° of north latitude, as 
Texas, and that the territory west of that river is 
as explicitly designated as New Mexico? The 
boundary thus defined is made a part of the treaty 
itself, and no fair interpretation can permit any- 
body to assume a different one. Can this fact 





argued out of the treaty? Yet, as the resolutions of |! 


the Senator would indicate, such must be the case. 

I desire nothing, sir, but a fair investigation of 
this subject when it comes up properly, and I shall 
fail in presenting stubborn facts if I do not show 
that the United States Congress has as much right 
to interfere with the jurisdiction and limits of Ken- 
tucky as it has to interfere with those of Texas. 
Texas has agreed to the exercise of no such power 
on the part of Congress, and if carried out it will 
bean assumption of power by the Government, 
by which it can annihilate the*State of Texas or 
an wetne F in this Union. 

€ 0 have in view at present'is me 

to prevent the propositions contained in the ae 
lutions, su as they have been by two 
speeches from the distinguished Senator from Ken- 


Bers 


that emanates from him carries with it, from going 
out as settled and established facts. It becomes 
my duty, therefore, on this occasion, to assert the 
rights of Texas, and to say that when the proper 
time arrives, 1 intend to maintain those rights. 
And I will say another thing, sir, for I feel myself 
bound to do it; and that is, if there were fewer 
abstract resolutions brought in here to provoke 
| debate, if there were fewer questions made for 
purposes of display, if Senators were willing to 
come up to the point of action, to introduce some 
, bill which would bring up this question distinctly 
| for the responsible action*of the Congress of the 
United States, and debate it, we should be mote 
| likely to accomplish some good purpose. 
| But so long as every one comes forward with a 
separate and distinct proposition, in the form of 
abstract resolutions, though actuated by patriotic 
| motives no doubt, we shall, in my opinion, arrive 
| at no just result. 


From the course that we are at 
present pursuing, | have no expectation that we 
| shall arrive at any satisfactory conclusion— 
although I trust in God we may; and so long as 
| such resolutions are discussed, instead of taking 
up the subject in a more tangible form, we shall ac- 
complish nothing. Pass the resolutions now on 
your table by a unanimous vote, and there is no 
| abiding force and effect in them. The next day 
you may pass a bill upon the same subject of an 
entirely different character. 
| Mr. CLAY. I propose that these resolutions 
be made the order of the day for Tuesday next. 
Mr. DOWNS. I do not intend, Mr. President, 
to discuss this subject at length; but desire simply 
to make a few remarks with reference to the pur- 


eard with greater pleasure than myself the an- 
| nouncement, which has been made heretofore b 
| some of the daily press, in anticipation, and whieh 





|| has sinee been realized, that the distinguished Sen- 
|| ator from Kentucky was preparing a compromise 


| bill upon this agitating question of slavery. I de- 
| sired particularly that he should take up this sub- 
| j@ct, because of his long services to the country in 
| the nation’s councils, and because of his residing 


| ina slave State, and being fully acquainted with the 


|| character and operations of the institution of slave- 


ry; but, above all, because of the decided part 
| which he had taken some years ago upon another 
| important occasion similar to this, which, of 
| course, would cause the country to look upon his 
movements upon this question with great attention 
and interest. His great fame and eloquence, his 
high position and influence in the public mind, 
| naturally induces the belief that what he suggests 
| upon the subject will have great weight, and that 
| any prospective plan of compromise would very 
appropriately come from him. But, sir, | have been 
greatly mistaken. I must confess that, in the whole 
course of my life, my astonishment has never been 
greater than it was when I saw this proposition 
brought forward as a ae and I rise now, 
sir, not for the purpose of discussing it at all, but 
to protest most solemnly against it. I consider 
this compromise as no compromise at all. What, 
| Sir, does it grant to the South? I can see nothing 
| atall. The first resolution offered by the honorable 
| Senator proposes to admit the State of California 
with a provision prohibiting slavery in territory 
_ which embraces all our possessions on the Pacific. 
| It is true there may be a new regulation of the 
| boundary hereafter, but if there were to be such a 
regulation, why was it not embraced in this reso- 
lution? As no boundary is mentioned, we have 
| a right to presume that the boundary established 
by the constitution of California was to be received 
as the established boundary. What concession, 
then, is it from the North that we admit a State 
| thus prohibiting slavery, embracing the whole of 
our ions on the Pacific coast aecording to 
these resolutions? As to the resolution relating to 
New Mexico and Deseret, if it had simply con- 
| tained the provision that a constitutional govern- 
ment shall be established there, without any men- 
tion of slavery whatever, it yould have been well 
enough. But inasmuch as it is affirmed that sla= 
very does not now exist in these Territories, does 
it not absolutely de its admission there? and 
the resolutions therefore might just as well affirm 





port of these resolutions, before the Senate shall 
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ression. I did - view of these facts I would 
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, is there aythning 





conceded to us of the South ? 
It may be contended, with reference to the 


resolution relating to the District of Columbia, that 


| it concedes a great deal, in declaring that it ts in- 


expedient for to interfere with slavery in 


| the District, without the consent of Maryland and 
_ of its own citizens. I might attach some weight 
| to this resolution, were it not that long ago, when 


_ there was a much greater excitement u this 
subject, a similar resolution was by the 
Senate. And whatdid itamount to? Did it calm 


the agitation at all, or answer the ends for which it 
was intended? Has it stayed the hand of the 


| North that was raised against us? Can the gentle- 


—_ from their consideration. No one could have || 


i 
pu 
| 


man suppose that we of the South are so tame that 
we will accept as a boon that which gives nothing 
to the South whatever? What will be the effect 
of these resolutions and of the compromise pro- 
posed, allowing this to be a compromise? In the 
first place, then, it will admit another free State 
into the Union; that certainly is not a very great 
concession. In the next place, it is to be decided 
by the high authorities of the Senate of the United 
States that slavery is not tolerated by law in New 
Mexico and California. And yet 1 am told that 
there are already some four or five hundred slaves 
there, and it isan indisputable fact that a large por- 
tion of the population are peons, which is only an- 
other name for slavery, and a slavery, too, much 
more degrading than that of the Africans in the 
United States. What concession, then, is made to us? 
There is nothingthen left but. the mere declaration 
that it is inexpedient to interfere with slavery in the 
District of Columbia. There is nothing but that that 
can at all be considered a concession to the South. 

With regard to the resolution affecting fugitive 
slaves, it is very well, as far as it goes; but ] wouid 
suggest to the gentleman that there is already a 
aolemin provision in the Constitution of the United 
States with ,relation to this matter—a provision 


| which was very ably discussed yesterday by my « 


friend from Virginia—which cannot now be carried 


| into effect; and, if a solemn compact of the confeder- 


ated Union canmot be carried out, | very much fear 
thata simple resolution offered by the Senator from 
Kentucky, backed though it may be by his all- 
powerful influence, will meet with but little better 
success. WhatI have to say then, sir, is, that I 
protest against this compromise, if so you please 
to call it, because in not one single point, if I aes ; 


| understand its a does it propose to benefit 
uth, 


the people of the So Without attempting in 
the slightest degree to question the motives that 


| influenéed the honorable Senator in the pregenta- 
| tion of thege resolutions, I am sure that the people 


of the South will not consider it a compromise at 
all, inasmuch as it gives all to one side. IL-can 


| assure you, sir, that when the people of the South 


come to see this great compromise, and consider 
that it concedes a State and two or three Territo- 
ries to the North, and concedes the abolition of the 
slave-trade in the District of Columbia to the 
North, withont any concession Whatever to the 
South, they will not be satisfied with it. No gen- 
tleman can show me tbat it contains a single con- 
cession to the South, and therefore | protest against 


t. 

Mr. CLAY. I hope the Secreiary will reeord 
the protest of the gentleman, and that that protest 
will remain upon the record to be acted upon 
hereafter. I have risen merely to say, sir, that | 
did not intend these resolutions as abstract resolu- 
tions. I propose now that they should be made 
the order of the day for Tuesday next; and my 
rpose is that they shall be taken up, duly con- 
sidered and decided upon, and if any of them are 
decided upon affirmatively, that they shall be 
referred to some appropriate committee with in- 
structions to bring ima bill in pursuance of such 
expression of the opinion of the Senate. That, as 


1 understand it, is the parliamentary course of 
| legislation throughout the world, wherever parlia- 


| ments exist. 


It is not, as the worthy Senator wa 
Texas supposes, a mere abstract proporition. No 
such shinee I intend them as practical, sober pro- 


| positions, to be decided upon and referred to com- 


that jslavery should be prohibited in those Terri- | 
tories. The Senator from Alabama, if I under- | 
itood him aright, maintains that the proposition is | offered by the Senatorfrom Kentucky; | have as 
tucky, with the immense influence which anything |i of the same import as the Wilmot proviso; and in | least the right, as a member of the Senate, to have 


mitees, and to be reported upon, eitheraffirmatively 
or negatively, with a view, if reported affirmatively, 
to subsequent action thereupon. 

Mr. DOWNS. I only desire to have my pro- 
test recorded with the resolutions and remarke 
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it recorded in the same page with the remarks and 
resolutions of the Senator himself. 

Mr. CLAY, (in his seat.) Certainly, sir. 

Mr. DOWNS. And, Mr. President, | am not 
the fess inclined ta have them recorded because the 
gentleman seems to have been extremely anxious 
upon this ocedsion to have nothing else recorded 
but his own resolutions and his own remarks, for 
he bas protested a dozen times already that nobody 
should say anything upon the subject but himself, 
and I can only say that if he attempts by a sneer 
here, or in any other way, to drive Senators from 
their proper positions, or to compel them into sub- 
mission to his behests, that his long and valuable 
services in public life and great fame will be of no 
assistance in the effort; and I sincerely trust that 
he will never find one who can be so browbeaten. 

Mr. CLAY. The honorable gentleman from 
Louisiana has given an interpretation to my re- 
marks that they were never intended to bear. The 
gentleman may avail himself, however, of any in- 
terpretation he chooses to give them. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Lask no apology for the very 
brief remarks I am about to make, and shall con- 
tent myself with saying that | make them because 
I feel it to be my duty todo so. | was disposed, 
when the resolutions were offered by the Senator 
from Kentucky, to allow them to take the ordinary 
course which 1s given to proceedings of that char- 
acter; to allow them to be accompanied by the 
opening remarks of the Senator from Kentucky, 
and then, on some day which should be essigned 
for the purpose, to have entered upon their dis- 
cussion. The course which has been adopted by 
Senators representing several of the southern States 
seems to me to impose upon mé the duty which I 
have risen to perform. 

Now, sir, | appreciate the patriotism which has 
prompted the introduction of these resolutions—I 
think I do thespirit in which they are conceived— 
and I am sure, too, if | understand that spirit cor- 

e rectly, it is as honorable to the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Kentucky as it is valuable for the support 
which it gives to the peace and harmony of the 
Union. 1 do not rise, therefore, for the purpose 
of discussing these resolutions, for the subject 
to which they refer at this moment engages the 
attention of the State which, with my friend and 
colleague, | have the honor here to repsesent, But 
i would not, after the declarations made by. Sen- 

. ators from other States, have it inferred from my 
silence, with all the respect I have for the Senator 
from Kentucky, and with the ready homage which 
I am disposed to do to the motives which prompted 
their introduction—for a single moment have it 
conceived by my constituents that I cguld acqui- 
esce in the propositions asserted in these resolu- 
tions. I rise for the purpose of saying that, before 
they can receive my concurrence, there are pro- 
visions contained in them which must be substan- 
tially mosified, and that there are important omis- 
sions which must be supplied. 

| have said that 1 do not mean to discuss the 
resolutions, and*l have fulfilled my purpose in the 
declaration just made; yet, connected as I have 
been in the earlier stages of - discussion—I mean 
at the anterior session—with the question of the 
validity of those laws which are supposed to ex- 
clude slavery from the territories acquired from 
Mexico, I may be permitted to say, to meet the 
declaration of opinion by the declaration of opinion, 
and the assertion of the readiness to maintain that 
opinion by argument, thatthe opinion which I have 
expressed on this subject at an anterior period is 
the opinion which, after the most careful examina- 
tion, the most anxious deliberation | could bestow 
on the subject, | now entertain, and that, with such 
powers as God has given me, | am ready to main- 
tain them whenever the opportunity is offered. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not intend to make a re- 
mark on this subject; but, after the turn which 
the discussion has taken, itis due to myself to say 
a few words before this matter is disposed of in 
the way indicated by the Senator from Kentucky. 
Perhaps our northern brethren ought to under- 
stand that ail the compromises that have been made 
have been by concessions, acknowledged conces- 
sions, on the part of the South. When other com- 
promises are proposed that require new ons 
on their part, whilst none are exacted on the other, 
the issue at least should be presented for their con- 
sideration before they come to the decision of this 

reat question, Uf 1 understand it, the Senator 
rom Kentucky's whole proposition of compromise 
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is nothing more than this: That California is al- 
ready disposed of, having formed a State constitu- 
| tion, and that Territorial governments shall be or- 
ganized for Deseret and New Mexico, under which, 
by the operation of laws already existing, a slave- 
holding population could not carry with them or 
own slaves there. What is there in the nature of 
a compromise here, coupled as it is with the propo- 
sition that, by the existing laws in the Territories, 
| it is almost@ertain that ‘slaveholders cannot, and 
| have no right to, go there with their property? 
W hat is there in the nature of a compromise here? 
| | am willing, however,%o run the risks, and am 
ready to give to the Territories the governments 
they require. I shall always think that, under a 
constitution giving equal rights to all parties, the 
slaveholding people, as such, can go to these Ter- 
ritories and retain their property there. Butif we 
| adopt this proposition of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, it is clearly on the basis that slavery shall 
not go there. 

J did not understand the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Davis] to maintain the proposition that 
the South asked or desired a law declaring that 
slavery should go there, or that it maintained the 
policy even that it Was the duty of Congress to 
pass sucha law. We have only asked, and it is 
the only compromise to which we will submit, 
| that Congress shall withhold the hand of violence 
from the Territories. The only way iv which this 
question can be settled is for gentlemen at the 
North to withdraw all their opposition to the 
Territorial governments, and not insist on their 
slavery prohibition. The Union is then safe 
ouenti Why, then, insist on a compromise 
when these already made are Sfifficient for the peace 
of the North and South, if faithfully observed? 
| These propositions are in the name of a compro- 
mise when none is necessary. Idonotand cannot 
attach any blame to the Senator from Kentucky 
| for this effort. I believe it to be an honorable effort, 
made to calm the agitation of the country, and to 
restore harmony and preserve the Union. Sir, he 
is a part ofthe history of the Government; his 
fame is identified with that of the Union; and, sir, 
the very temple of our liberty and free institutions 
has his name written on almost every one of its 
columns. I do not blame him for this effort to pre- 
serve the Union, but I may be pardoned if I say 
| that it will not be preserved by the mere name of 
| compromise. 

Mr. CASS. I have not risen to say a word on 
this exciting topic, but merely to remark upon one 
fact stated by the Senator from Kentucky. He 
has alluded to the State of Michigan as a mere 
matter of history, proper to be referred to under 
the circumstances, and has said that California has 
stron ver claims to come into the Union than had 
Michigan when she was admitted. There is nothing 
in my knowledge to warrant the remark. Michi- 
gan, under the fundamental law and pledge of the 
Union, had a right to come in on a population of 
60,000. She reached double that number, and 
sore after year presented her claims for admission, 

ut Congress refused to admit her. Where is it 
possible for a people to have a stronger claim for 
admission? Indeed, in going back to the history 
of that time, | am astonished that any man could 
have resisted it. Michigan was not the first, but 
the second State that came in in that way. Ten- 
nessee, or what was before known as the South- 
west Territory, some twenty years preceding, 
came in the same way—by her own act, or rather 
by no preparatory act. She kad her own conven- 
| tions, formed her own constitution, and came here 
by her own act. 
The resolutions were then made the special or- 
der of the day for Tuesday next. 


THE SEMINOLE INDIANS. 

The bill “ to provide for the adjustment and 
payment of expenses incurred and obligations con- 
tracted by the State of Florida in providing for the 
safety of the people of that State during the recent 
insurrection of the Seminole Indians,” was then, 
on motion of Mr. YULEE, read a third time and 
passed. 


PRINTING OF THE PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 


Mr. BORLAND. Two or three days ago the 
Committee on Printing made a report from an ex- 
ecutive department—that of the Commiasioner of 
the Patent Office. The question of printing an 
additional number was referred to the Printing 
Committee, and upon it they made a report, which, 





Sen ——=—- 
on motion of the Sentaor from South Caroli : 
laid on the table. I now. ask that it may eure 
up, asthe documentis lying in the committee roo “ 
and the printing cannot go on until the resolution 
is acted upon. _ 

The report was then taken up and considered 

Mr. BORLAND. It seaniion for the printin 
of fifteen thousand additional copies, half a 
usual number that have been printed. This is i 
first part of the report, containing all the informa. 
tion in regard to the business of patenting, an 
the sciences connected with it. The second part 
is necessarily defersed, and will not be ready for 
some months. { suppose this is a very valiialje 
document, and presents the main business fo, 
which our Patent Office was established. | mov, 
the printing of half the usual number, and whey 
the other portion of the report shall come in, 
similar motion may be made. ; 

Mr. TURNEY. I would inquire if this is \y, 
report on agriculture ? ] 

Mr. BORLAND. It is not. 

Mr. TURNEY. When that report shall come 
in, I shall be in favor of printing a large number 
of it, but as to the list of patents a very small 
number is required. I move, therefore, that the 
vote to take the report from the table be reconsid. 
ered. 

Mr. SMITH. This document is a very ex. 
tensive, and a very important one, in my opinion, 
It contains a great deal more than a mere list of 
patents; it contains a full history of all the opera. 
tions of the Patent Office during the past year, and 
[ do not knew but up to the last fiscal year. |r 
contains, in the first place, if 1 understand the 
matter right, a full report of the Commissioner of 
the Patent Office, and then a déscription in detail 
of the articles patented, thus giving a full history 
of the progress of invention in the country during 
the past year. My friend, the chairman of the 
committee, [Mr. Bortanp,] has examined the de- 
tails of the report, which I have not, and can 
therefore merely state generally what the docu- 
ment is. I believe it will be considered an interest- 
ing document to all inventors, machinists, and 
the scientific men of the country, and to the reading 

ublic generally, although perhaps not so interest- 
ing to the agriculturalists as the other portions of 
the report. The Committee on Printing, of which 
I am a member, came to the conclusion that about 
one-half the usual number of the report would be 
useful, and that the same number of the report on 
agriculture would answer the same end; and we 
have therefore made this report. 

Mr. BORLAND. There is one portion of the 
report alone that I think, if Senators could see it, 
would be deemed one of the most valuable docu- 
ments ever issued from that or any other de- 
partment of the Government. It is the report 
upon steam power and the improvements in the 
mode of propelling boats, a subject which suggests 
itself to the interest ofevery portion of this country. 
I think the views there presented are so valuable 
that they ought to be in the hands of every man 
who feels an interest in that important subject. | 
think an entire revolution will be made by the 
views of that report in the whole system of pro- 
— machinery for the propulsion of steam- 

ats. I hope, therefore, the motion to print will 
be adopted. 

Mr. TURNEY. I withdraw my motion to re- 
consider. 

_ Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the Senate ad- 
ourn. 

, The motion was agreed to, and the Senat 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, January 30, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


BOUNTY LANDS. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, asked leave of the 
House to introduce a bill, of which previous notice 
had been given. A part of the subject embraced 
in the bill (Mr. C. was understood to say) was 
before the committee, and he believed the whole 
of it should be ther®. He hoped permission would 
be granted, as he never interposed objection when 
similar requests were made by other gentlemen. 

The title of the bill was read for informstion as 
‘* A bill to provide all American soldiers, who had 





not heretofore been provided for, with bounty ~ 


land,”’ 














he 
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No objection having been made, — 

The bill was introduced; and having been read 
twice by its title, was referred to the Committee | 
on Public Lands. oe 

Mr ASHMUN asked leave to jntroduce a bill, | 
of which previous notice had been given. 

Objection was made. | 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, cailed forthe reg- | 
ylar order of business. 

Mr. BOWLIN moved that the rules of the 
House be suspended for the space of thirty min- 
utes, for the purpose of allowing members to intro- | 
guce bills of which previous nqjice had been given. 

The SPEAKER said that a motion to suspend 
the rules was not in order, : 

Mr. SCHENCK asked the unanimous consent | 
of the House to introduce a bill, of which previous 
notice had been given. 
Objection was made. 


MILEAGE. . 


The SPEAKER stated the regular order of | 
business to be the resolution repurted yesterday 
by Mr. SweETSER, from the Committee On Mile- 
qe, and the action thereupon pending. The reso- 
lution is in the following words: 

Whereas, the answers of members to the circular ad- 
dressed to them by the chairman of the Committee on 
Mileage, asking information as to the route by them traveled 
to the seat of Government, and the probable distance, are 
indefinite; the committee having doubts as to the rule they 
should adopt in computing the mileage of members, ask the 
adoption of the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Mileage be instructed 
to compute the mileage of members upon the nearest mail 
route upon which mail coaches, or other convenient con- 
yeyances, run from the residences of members to the seat of 
Goverhinent. 

Mr. GORMAN moved the following amend- 
ment: i 

That the Committee on Mileage be instructed to compute | 
the mileage in accordance with the express language of the | 
law, to wits ** By the most usually traveled route from the 
residence of members to the Capitol.” 

Mr. CARTER moved the following amendment 
to theamendment: 

Resoloed, That the Committee on Mileage he and is hereby 
further instructed to report a bill that shall mit the pay of 
members of Congress, as far as the same relates to mileage, 
to the actual and necessary time and expeuse involved in 
traveling to and from the Capitol, and otherwise to equalize 
the pay of members. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, who was entitled to the 
floor on the above question, said that gentlemen 
had been fully heard on both sides; and with the 
view of putting an end to so protracted a debate, 
he would move the previous question. 

Mr. SWEETSER appealed to the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson,] Jo withdraw the 
demand for the previous question, to enable him 
(Mr. 8.) to sustain the position he had assumed 
by the resolution he had reported. 

Mr. RICHARDSON manifested some reluc- 
tance, but finally withdrew the demand. 

So the motion for the previous question was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. SWEETSER then took the floor. He 
said that he felt disposed to say a few words in 

: reply to some of the remarks whiclr had been sub- 
mitted when this resolution was under considera- 
tion yesterday. It had been charged that if the 
resolution should be adopted, it would abrogate a 
law which had been in existence for thirty years, 
and that, virtually, it was in the face of the law. 
The Chairman of the Committee on Mileage [Mr. 
Fircu} had admitted that the resolution did not in 
ils import meet his views; and, inasmuch as it had 
been fixed upon him, (Mr. S.,) he desired to give’ 
his views in relation to the seeming conflict be- 
tween the resolution and the law as it now ex- 
isted. And, in the first place, in order that the 
House might clearly understand what the law was 
with which-the resolution was supposed to be in 
conflict, hé would read one of its sections. 

r. 8. read as follows: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That at every session 
of Congress after the saii third day of March, one thousand 
eight hundred and seventéen, each Representative and 
Delegate shall be entitled to reevive eight dotlars tur every 
day be has attended, or shall attend, te House of Repre- 
Seniatives, and shall be allowed eight duilars tor every 
twenty miles of the estimated distance by the host usuul 


road from his place of residence to the seat of © . 
al the commencement aad end of every such session and 


meeting. 

Such (Mr. 8. continued) was the language 
of the law. He admitted that the resolution 
Seemed to travel in the face of the practice of the 
House since the law had been passed; and, 











| no such spirit:that he had offered the resolution, 


‘ferred to by the gentleman from Mississippi, 





| as applicable to all the answers. 


| erned. 


| was too small. 


| and fairly. But he would go with no man in tak- 





although he was a new member, yet he was will- | 
Ing to take any responsibility which might be at- 
tached to him for an effort to remedy any abuses 
which might exist, even though these abuses could | 
plead the sanction of the practice of this Housé 
for a long series of years. He drew a broad dis- 
tinction between the law itself and the practice 
under that law. As had been remarked yester- 


|| day, he was aware that many gentlemen who had 


taken their mileage under the construction which 
had been formerly given to the law, might feel a 
delicacy upon the subject; and that this proposi- 
tion, if it should be adopted, might be considered” 


as reflecting in some degree upon them. He could || 


not help that. 


The fault was not his. It was in 


nor was it in that-other spirit which had been re- 


that this was a matter for Buncombe. 

Mr. HOUSTON interposed, and (Mr. Sweer- | 
ser yeliding the floor) inquired whether all the 
answers which had been received from members, 
in reply to the circular letter of the cogimit- 
tee, were vague and indefinite? The preamble to 
the resolution declared the answers of members 
to have been “ indefinite.’"* He (Mr. H.) desired | 
to know whether this declaration was considered 


> 

Mr. SWEETSER said he had not examined 
all the answers; but, so far-as he had examined 
them, he thought that the preamble was not in- 
tended to apply, and did not apply, to all of them. 
He would also say, in justice to himself, that the 
Sean was drawn by another member and had 

een adopted by him (Mr. 8S.) with some reluc- 
tance. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I can only say that my own 
answer was very explicit, as, | have no doubt, 
the answers of many other members were. 

Mr. SWEETSER said, that a great many an- 
swers were indefinite. After referring to a partic- 
ular instance, he repeated the declaration he had 





law,and the practice which had grown up under it. 


| The language of the law was strong; and, in giv- 
| ing an interpretation toit, we mustapply the ordi- || 
| nary rule by which the conduct of men was gov- 


In the common concerns of life, a man in 
pursuit of business purposes would take the near- 
est route to the place of his destination; and this 
resolution proposed to give that construction to 
the law. It seemed to him that the proposition 


need only to be stated, to command the support of || 


every man who would give a moment’s reflection 
to it. And he would say here, without fear of 
contradiction, to gentlemert who were so tenacious 


about this matter, that if it was pressed, he might || 


hereafter draw a parallel much more uncomfarta- 


ble than any statement of facts into which he || 


should enter to-day. He believed that the existing 
law had been greatly abused. 


His colleague had stated his opinion that the || 


compensation allowed to members of Congress 


gentleman in fixing the pay at any just and honor- 
able sum that would compensate them liberally | 


ing out of the treasury indirectly, under the con- 
struction of a Jaw, sums of money to which gen- 
tlemen believed themselves entitled for ther ser- 
vices here, and which they would not vote to take 
directly. Let the question be fairly met. Let not 
gentlemen, by affecting to treat this as a matier 
belonging to Buncombe, endeavor to evade the re- 
sponsibility which belonged to themselves. fis 
object was to give a fair construction to the law, 
If the House did not choose to do it, let each mem- 
ber record his vote, in the face of the country, 
against the resolution. He was willing to stand or 
fall by it; and nothing that he had done or said 
was designed in any way for home consumption. 
He had been here long enough to impose one re- 
straint upon himself, which he thought would 
be salutary if imposed upon all the members 
of the House; it was this, that when a member 
rose in his place, and stated the object he had 
in view in submitting any particular’ propo- 
sition, he (Mr. S.) was willing to take the gen- 
tieman’s motives to be such as they were as- 
serted to be, Hedid not stand here to impugn 
the motives of others, or to suffer others to cast 
imputations upon his own. Believing that the 
construction which had been put upon the law was 
a fraud upon the law itself, he had cone forward 
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with this proposition. He had been amused at 
the remarks which had fallen from the honorable 
gentlemen from Mississippi, yesterday, in rd 
to the dignity of this House. The to 
entertain a feeling, in consequence of their being 


| old members, that the proposition was a reflection 


upon them and the honor of this House. If they 


| were 80 sensitive, he could say that there were 
other matters in which their sensitiveness might 
| be exhibited with much more propriety. He re 

| ferred to the resolution (in relation to the station- 


ery of mémbers) which had been passed by the 
House of Representatives of the 27th Congress, 
and which, he said, involved every member of 
the House in a suspicion of petty larceny. In 
consequence of aberration from duty by some 
members, a resolution was passed, limiting the 


| amount of stationery of each member to $35; 


| thus, in effect, chargin 


| 
| 
| 


upon every member of 
the House, and upon their successors, that they 
would steal paper, wrappers, ink, and sealing-wax. 
tle called upon some member of the 27th Congress 
to point out the men who rendered the passage of 
such a resolution necessary. 

* His colleague said it was restraining them from 
stealing. He (Mr. 8.) regretted to find that any- 
thing of the sort was considered necessary. The 
gentlemen from Mississippi, to whose remarks he 
had referred, were, he believed, members of that 
Congress. He called upon them, before they got 


| into a passion and charged motives upon others, 
| to explain why it was that this petty-larceny law 


| remained to this day upon the statute book. 
| object, however, had been answered. 


His 
He had no 
disposition to figure in such matters, and if-gentle- 


| men had been acquainted with him they would not 
| have been so forward in attributing motives to him. 


| 
} 


He stood here to do towards others as he desired 
others should do towards him. In concluding, he 


| gave notice that if the resolution should be voted 


| 
| 





| 
! 
| 
| 





| 


| 


| 
} 


| Congress. 
He (Mr.8.) would go with that || 


down, he should hereafter introduce a bill to bring 


| this whole subject under what he considered to be 
made, that he drew a broad distinction between the || 


a fair construction of the law. 

Mr. WHITE thought, he said, that the House 
had heard about as much of this subject as it 
wished to hear, and if his friends would sustain 
him, he would move the previous question. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, hoped, he said, 
that the House would not sustain it. Something 
had been said which ought to be replied to. 

The SPEAKER said no remarks were in order. 

And the question was then taken on the motion 
of Mr. Wuire, and by ayes 73, noes 84, was 


| decided in the negative. 


So the House refused to second the demarsl for 
the previous question. 

Mr. GREEN said, it was not his purpose to go 
into a general speech, but to make a few remarks, 
especially as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Swear- 
SER] seemed to think there had been great abuses 
under the existing law. He (Mr. G.) had been a 
member of the mileage committee during the last 
With the other members of that com- 
mittee, he had taken the responsibility of constwru- 
ing the law and of admifistering the law according 
to its letter. But the proposition now made by 


| the genuleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sweerser,} was 


in effect to change and modify the law by a res- 
olution of this House. He would take occasion 
to remark, that the resolution did not come as an 


| expression of the opinion of the Committee on 

| Mileage; and to do justice to that committee he 
| would say he believed that a large majority of 
| then had no difficulty in the construction of the 


| 


| law. It was plain and explicit. The majority of 
| the committee understood the law, and intended to 
administer it in accordance with the construction 
which had heretofore uniformly been placed upon 
it. But the gentleman from Ohio, desirous of pre- 
| senting his own peculiar views, had asked the in- 
| duigence of the committee to permit him to bring 
| this matter before the House. Aa a matter of 
| grace and courtesy—as he (Mr. G.) unrferatood it 

—the eommittee had allowed the gentleman to 
| make the report. 

Mr. SWEETSER interposed, and (Mr. G. 
| yielding) said he had offered this resolution in 
| commitiee, and the committee had declined to act 
| upon it, and requested him to report it to the 
| House. He did not appear here as having asked 
| a matter of grace from the commitiee. 

Mr. GREEN. It was a matter of grace, ae 1 

understand it, for the majority of the committee do 
| not subscribe to the resolution. 








ee ee 


Mr. SWEETSER. I appeal to the chairman 
of the committee [Mr. Fstcn] to state the circum- 
sthnees under which it was offered. 

Mr. FITCH (Mr. G. further yielding) said, as 
he had stated yesterday, he had not understood the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Sweerser) as asking a 
matter of grace from the committee, but the gen- 
tleman had asked the committee to adopt his con- 
struction. That responsibility the committee were 
not willing to assume. Therefore, they had di- 


rected the gentleman to report the resolution to the | 


House. It was not because they entertaified doubts 
as to the proper construction of the law, but be- 
cause these doubts were entertained by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, (Mr. Sweerser,}] who wished 
those doubts to be passed upon by the House. 
Mr. GREEN (resuming) said, very well. The 
majority of the committee, it was admitted, had 
no doubt as to the construction of the law. How 
had the resolution come before the House? One 
of the committee had some scruples which seemed 
to have grown out of the peculiar manner in which 
the late é 
in his district. Be those scruples. whatever they 
might be, they could not change the character of 
the law ander which the gentleman was sworn to 
discharge his duty. The House were called upon 


by this resolution to do what? Not to say what ||, 
man’s explanation to ve, that the preamble did not4) 


was jight or wrong upon the question of mileage— 
not to say whether it was proper or improper to 
change upon the usually traveled route. If this 


were the question, he had no doubt that this House | 
would consider it as statesmen, enlightened with | 
But the | 


reference to the interests of the country. 
present was strictly a question of law. ‘The law 
was explicit. It provided that members of Con- 
gress should be paid eight dollars for every twenty 
miles travel in going and returning from the Capi- 
tol by the * most usual road.’’ 

The gentleman *came in with a resolution and 
asked the House to say that the mileage should 
not be reckoned Upon the ‘* most usual road,” but 
upon the ‘‘ nearest mail route.’” This law, thus 
explicit and direct in its terms, had been passed 
in accordance with that provision of the Constitu- 
tion which declared that ** The Senators and Rep- 
resentatives should receive a compensation for 
their services, to be ascertained by law,”’ not by res- 
olution of one House. In pursuance of that pro- 
vision of the Constitution, Congress in 1818 had 
passed a law, which was still in force. 

Mr. SWEETSER (the floor being yielded) said 
he did not intend to submit to the charge that 
this was a resolution of the minority of the com- 
mivéee. The chairman of the committee had stated 
that the committee had directed him go report the 
resolution. Whenever he (Mr. S.) should desire 


to make a minority report, he would bring it for- || 


ward as a minority report. The gentleman from 
Missouri, he trusted, was too well acquainted with 
the courtesies of debate to place him in a false po- 
sition. 

Mr. GREEN said it should be his effort not to 
place the gentleman in an unpleasant position. He 
only wished the gendeman to stand in that posi- 
tion in which the facts placed him. 

As he had before remarked, the mileage of mem- 
bers was fixed by law. Was there room for rea- 
sonabie doubt as to the fair meaning and intent of 
the law? 
the House to do what? To aflirm a legal faise- 
hood. If a bill were brought in to change the 


law, and good reasons offered to him that it should | 


be changed, he would most cheerfully concur with 
gentlemen in the change; but while the law stood, 
to ask the House to declare a legal falsehood, and 
puta construction on the law which its language 
would not bear, was asking too much. 

Mr. SWEETSER. A legal falsehood ! 

Mr. GREEN. Yes. Your resolution proposes 


that the Mileage should be computed on the near- | 


est mail route, while the law says, in express 
terms, the usually traveled route. The resolu- 
tion (continued Mr. G.) might be necessary for 
the gentleman’s purposes at home, but this did nor 
alter the law. its construction was easy, simple, 
and plainly intelligible to a child who understood 
the force of the English language. As an evidence 
of its simplicity he had but to refer to the uniform 
action of the House for the last thirty years. The 
law during that whole time had been adentaietored 
according to its letter. Nor had this construction 
been confined exclusively to the House; it had 


ongressional canvass had been conducted | 


If not, then. this resolution called upon | 
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And the compensation of members of Congress 
could never be changed except by law. 

A few words in reference to the application and 
| administration of the law. The Committee on 
| 
| 








Mileage had been raised for the purpose of ascer- 
taining a matter of fact—of ascertaining the dis- 
| tance which members traveled from their resi- 
|| dences to the seat of Government. It was not the 
} 

members; when a member of that committee un- 
dertook to do this he traveled beyond the sphere 
| of his authority and duty. It was a very simple 
| matter of arithmetic to ascertain the distances 
when the committee were informed what were the 
|| usually traveled routes. ‘This information, and 
|| this alone—differing from the gentleman from 
| Mississippi (Mr. Brown]—be thought it was 


bers. 
One word in exculpation of himself. Thé pre- 


man from Ohio the justice to say, he presumed it 
was not his intention to embrace him, (Mr. G.,) 
|| for af the gentleman would look at his reply to the 
|| commuttee, he would find that it stated the facts. 

|| Mr. SWEETSER said a word in explanation, 
|| which was lost to the reporter. 
| 
1 
| 


apply to ali the members, although its language 
embraced all. 


sponsible for the preamable, for it had been drawn 
by another member of the committee. Some of 
the answers were indefinate. He had avoided 


duStincuuons. 


charged the members of the House with derelic- 
tion of duty. ‘To avoid invidious distinctions he 
had included them ail in the same sweeping charge. 

Mr. GREEN having concluded— 

Mr. BAYLY moved the previous question. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, appealed to 
the gentleman from Virginia to withdraw the 
motion, to allow him to make a remark, pledging 
himself to renew the motion, 

Mr. BAYLY assented. 

Mr. THOMPSON said that the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Sweerser,] having explained and re- 
explained his preamble, seemed rather to admit that 
it was a reflecuon upon the House, and had taken 
shelter behind what he considered another reflec- 
tion upon the House. The gentleman had said 
that the limitation of stationery to thirty-five dol- 
lars for each member for the long session, wasa 
reflection upon gentlemen, and had defended ,his 
preamble on the principle that if aman took one 
insult he whould take another. That rule, it was 
weil known, was passed under peculiar circumstan- 
j ces. It was intended as a reflection upon one 











| it. ‘There was not even a division of the Housc 
| upon it. 

| Mr. SWEETSER asked if the rule was in- 
| tended to operate upon the members of the Con- 


Congresses ? 

Mr. THOMPSON replied that it was intended 
for the new members, but they had not known 
who were coming after them. 

But the gentleman from Ohio (he continued) had 
gaid the construction placed upon the law had 

| been a fraud. That members who had received 
| mileage, under the law and under the construction 
|| put upon it for the last thirty years, had been 
|| guilty of a fraud upon the law and upon the coun- 
| wry. He asked the House whether the charge did 
| mot come back with more force upon the gentle- 
| man from Ohio himself than upon those honorable 
|| men who had goue before him? He (Mr. T.) did 
not envy that man who could now, in the face of 
day, cast a wholesale reflection upon the members 
of all the preceding Congresses for the last thirty 
years; who boldly asserted that all the Vice Presi- 
dents, all tlie Speakers, all the members of the 
Senate, and all the members of the House, for the 
last thirty years, embracing every variety of char- 
acter as well as the very best men of which this 
| land could boast, and he believed some of the 
|| purest as well as the greatest men who had ever 
|| walked the face of the earth, had been guilty of a 
fraud upon this law. The gentleman it was who 








duty of the committee to fix the compensation of |, 


|| Proper for the committee wo receive from the mem- |! 


| amble was very brief. He would do the gentle- |) 


Mr. GREEN said he understood the gentle- || 


Mr. SWEETSER stated that he was not re- || 


going into those answers, and making invidious || 


Mr. GREEN replied that the gentleman had | 


| member of the House, and every gentleman knew || 


|| gress which passed it, or upon the succeeding || 





those who had before*him. H . 
| would make no farther comments upon Me . 
ject. The gentleman himself would fee) oe 
| own breast that the reflection came back ae 
| himself. The gentleman could not cast that « ; 
upon those who had gone before him. — 
He concluded by renewing the demand for the 
_ previous question, in accorda ith hi 
Mr. Barun. Senne plete w 

r. BOWDON aaid, if it was ino 
| move that the House resolve itself amie Genre 
| of the Whole on the state of the Union. a 

Mr. BAYLY sajd he had designed to make th 
motion as soon as this question was disposed " 
If the gentleman insisted upon it now, he should 
| ask the House to go into Committee of the Wh ' 

_ on the state of the Union, for the purpose of taking 
up the joint resolution from the Senate limiting 
| the expenses of collecting the revenue from cus. 

| toms for — ones fiscal year. But he was of 

opinion that this mileage question mig * 
| first be disposed of. moe Pee o8:tk 

‘The question was taken and decided in the neo. 

| ative. 7 
_ So the House refused to go into Commi 
_the Whole on the state of tbe Union. coe 
The question recurring on the demand for the 
|| previous question— 
Mr. SCHENCK appealed to the gentleman from 
| Mississippi [Mr. THompson] to withdraw the 
| motion. 
_ Mr. THOMPSON aaid, having made the mo. 
| ion in pore with his pledge to the gentle. 

man from Virginia, [Mr. Bayxy,] he did not fee! 
_at liberty to withdraw it. 

Mr. SCHENCK addressed his appeal to Mr 
Bayty. 
|. Mr. BAYLY declined to withdraw the motion 
| for any purpose. 

, Mr. SCHENCK sent to the Speaker’s table 
| Proposition, which was read by general consent 
| for information, and which Mr, 8S. gave notice of 
| his intention to offer if the previous question should 
| be voted. down. It was in substance to re-commit 
| the whole subject to the Committee on Mileage, 
| with instructions to inquire into and ascertain 
| whether any amendment was necessary to the ex- 
_ isting law to make the mileage system more just 

and equal; and if so, that the committee report by 
bill otherwise. é‘ 

, The question was then taken on the demand for 
the previous question, and by ayes 77, noes 64, 
there was a second. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 

The SPEAKER stated what was the state of 
the question before the House, 

hen Mr. ASHMUN moved that the whole 
subject be laid upon the table. 

Mr. CARTER asked the yeas and nays, which 
| were refused. sa 
And the question was taken on the said motion 
| and decided in the affirmative. 

So the whole subject was laid on the table. 


| 
| 
| EXPENSES OF COLLECTING THE REVENUE. 


| Mr. BAYLY moved the rules of the House be 
_ suspeuded, and that the House resolve itself into 
_Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. B. gave notice that the object of the motion 
| was, that the committee should take up the 
| joint resolution from the Senate limiting the ex- 
| pense of collecting the revenue from customs for 
the present fiscal year. 


WASHINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, requested Mr. 
| Bayty,to waive his motion to enable him (Mr. 8.) 
| to move that the House proceed to the considera- 
| tion of business on the Speaker’s table, with & 
| view to obtain final action on the joint resolution 
| from the Senate (pending at the hour of adjourn- 
ment yesterday) in relation to the purchase of the 
manuscript farewell address of General Washing- 
ton. 
. Mr. BAYLY insisted on his motion. 


| EXPENSES OF COLLECTING THE REVENUE. 
| 


| The question was then taken on the motion of 
| Mr. Bayuy, and was decided in the affirmative. 

So the House decided that it would go into 
_Committee of the Whole on the siate of tle 










ulso been applied to the members of the Senate. || now came forward to cast reflections upon all '' Union. 


















——- 


The SPEAKER invited Mr. Winruror to pre- 
ade over the deliberations of the Committee. 

Mr. WINTHROP begged to be excused, re- 

king thatthe joint resolution which the chair- 
of the Committee of Ways and Means was 
- red to take up, was very interesting to his 
eetitnents, and that he might desire to take part 
ebate. 
ie oe PEAKER then invited Mr. Porreu to 
ake the;chair. be J ‘ 

And thereupon the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, Mr. PoTrTeRr in the Chajr. ; 

Mr. BAYLY was recognized by the Chair, and 

oved that the committee proceed to the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution of the Senate, limit- 
ing the expense of collecting the revenue from cus- 
oms for the present fiscal year. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, expressed 
ihe hope that the committee would not at this 
‘ime take up the joint resolution referred to, be- 
suse the House was not yet in possession of in- 
formation which had been asked from the Treas- 
ury Department of the Secretary. If the Secretar 
was anxious that the resolution should be passed, 
he would furnish the information at the earliest 
— BAYLY said, that the information referred 
to by the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. Tuomp- 
sox) was certainly important, but he did not think 
it was indispensable; and he (Mr. B.) thought it 
was much more important that the country should 
know what would be the condition of the resolu- 
tion, so that the administration of the Treasury 
Department might be in accordance with the decis- 
ion of Congress. i 

A question here aroseas to the right to the floor, 
which was now claimed by r. Brown, of 
Mississippi, on the ground that he was entitled to 
it because he held it when the House was last in 
committee on the resolutions distributing the Pres- 
ident’s Message among the standing committees 
of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN declined to acknowledge 
Mr. Brown’s claim, on the ground that the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayxy] had been first 
recognized. 

Mr. BROWN appealed from the decision. 

The appeal led to a good deal of conversation, 
(debate thereon not being in order); after which, 
by a vote of ayes 93, noes 48, the decision of the 
Chair was affirmed. 

Mr. BAYLY was declared to be entitled to the 


floor. 

Mr. BAYLY then rose and addressed the com- 
mittee as follows: 

Mr. Cuarrnman: I deem it proper to make some 
remarks relative to the amendment which the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means have proposed to the 
resolution from the Senate. 

By the law of the 3d of March, 1849, the ex- 
penses for collecting the revenue was limited to 
$1,560,000 for the present fiscal year, commen- 
cing the lst of July last and ending the 30th of 
June next, as I understand it. I think this is the 
plain meaning and import of the act. 1 know 
that the Secretary of the Treasury, under the ad- 
vice of the Attorney General, has given a dif- 
ferent construction to.the law. They have de- 
cided that the limitation did not take effect until 
the last half of the current fiscal year, viz: until 
from the Ist of January to the 30th of June, 1850. 
But I shall go into no discussion upon this point. 
| have no disposition to criticise the correctness of 
that opinion. { doubt not it was honestly enter- 
tained ; and I shall leave its discussion to others. 
And I do this thé more readily because I do not 
consider it at all material upon this occasion. 
Concede, if you please, that the limitation in the act 
did not take effect until after the Ist of January ; 
yet the Secretary of the Treasury ought, during the 
ten months preceding the period when it would 
take effect, to have commenced his reduction of ex- 

penditure so as to have brought himself gradually, 
and without too great a shock, within the limit pre- 
scribed by Congress. He had no right to anticipate 
that Congress would precipitately suspend or re- 
peal a law, which, after three years’ consideration, 
they had deliberately passed. But, instead of this, 
he expended during the first six months of the fiscal 
year $1,141,897 21, as is ascertained, and $150,000 
morea pepionien meres Crear, 21—leav- 
ing buf $268,102 79 for the last six months, if the 
construction which I put upon the law be correct. 
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But take his own construction, and admit that the 
limitation in the act did not*take effect until the 
| Ist of January; yet he allowed his expenditures 
to run on for the first six months up to the sum 
of $1,291,897 21, although he knew he would 
| have but $780,000 for the last six months. Take 
| his own construction, and | have no disposition to 
do him injustice, yet | maintain that he is respon- 
sible for any jar which may occur; for he ought 
} so to have projected his reductions of expenditures 
1 as to have made the operation gradual and easy, 
| ins of precipitate and harsh. He ought to 
have distributed his reductions through the year, 
| instead of increasing, as he has done, his expend- 








| @ precipitate reduction necessary in the last. The 
|; amount of revenue collected and estimated for 
| the first six months of the present fiscal year is 
| $18,262,485. The amount expended, as we have 
already seen, has been $1,291,897 21, or a little 
upwards of seven per cent. upon the receipts. 
‘The iaportance of this statement will be seen in 
| the sequel. 





In this condition of affairs the Secretary of the || 


Treasury, in his annual report to Congress, asked 
our interposition. For some time we could not 
transact business in consequence of our not having 
organized for that purpose. Still these expenditures 
|| wenton. The Senate being first organized, took 
|| up the subject in advance of us. ‘That body passed 


in the year ending 30th of June, 1848; although 
the revenue collected for that year was $33,034,276, 


and for this year the Secretary esumates i.at | 


$31,500,000. it was acceptable on ail sides. 
passed without objection. 


kt 
it appropriated for the 


amount expended in the fiscal year ending June, 
1343. Buti, was represented to our committee 
by the Secretary of the ‘Treasury that this would 
give him no relief. According to hig construcuon 
he already had $780,000; and this resolution only 
gave him $840,739 52—difference $60,739 58. Lt 
was contended that the sudden reduction which 
this resolution would make necessary would be 
highly injurious to the public service; and it was 


proposed that we should appropriate, for the last 
We expended, as I have already said, in the 
| 








half of the present fiscal year, one half of what 
to; and it is the amendment now before you. 
year ending 1848, $2,132,636—one half of which 
is $1,066,313. Add that which has already been ex- 
pended in the first aix months, viz: $1,291,897 21, 
and it makes $2,358,215 21; or $225,579 more 
than was expendes in 1848. The amount which 
we thus appropriate is upwards of seven per cent. 
| upon the estimated receipts. 
But, notwithstanding the Secretary estimates 


that our receipts for the current fiscal year will be 
$1,500,000 less than in 1848, yet, in addition to 


$225,579, it is asked that Oregon and Califo. nia 


ury himself does not estimate for the expenses of 
the new districts in ‘Texas, Oregon, and California, 
for the last half of the fiscal year but $125,00); 
and even add his estimate of $50,000 for increase 
of business, and it only amounts to $175,000, which 
would leave a surplus of $50,579 of appropriation 
for the Atlantic coast over what was expended in 
1848. But it will be said that the warehouse 
System which it was supposed would cost the 
Government nothing, has become a charge upon 
the treasury of $194,634 66. To make this sum 
up, items are included which ought not to be 
charged to the warehousing system. 

But let this pass. 1 will make no point about 
which there can be controversy. Still it must bé 
recollected that $152,723 79 was expended for 
warehouses in the year ending 30th June, 1848— 
being but $41,910 57 less than the sum charged 


from the surplus above stated, would leave $8,668 


in 1848, after allowing the Secretary all he asks 
for California, Oregon, the new districts established 
since then, and what he terms increase of business, 
(which last 1 do not exactly understand, as he es- 
umates the receipts at less than they were in that 
year;) and also the difference of the expense of 
varehouses in that year and this. In addition to 
this, $274,096 was expended in that year upon rev- 


‘ 





| itures during the first six months, and thus making | 


the jomt resolution now betore us, appropriating || 
for the present fiscal year the same sum expended | 


present fiscal year $2,132,636, that being the | 


was expended in the year 1845. ‘This was agreed || 


this surplus in the appropriation over that year, of || 


should be excepted: But the Secretary of the'l'reas- | 


to warehouses for this year. Which sum, deducted 


more appropriated by this bill than Was expended | 


H enue cutters. The last summer, to say 
|| nothing about his late circular, greatly reduced 
|| this branch of expenditure, and to the extent he 
|| did so added to his available means for other ser- 
i vice. Cannot gentlemen be satisfied with this? 
|| Are we, by the adoption of either of the amend- 
|| ments of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Viwron, 
| to increase this sum which is at the disposal 
| the Secretary to an indefinite amount? _ My onl 
| fear is we have been too iyielding already. Stil 
|| we are asked to grant more; and how much more 
| Lam unable to say, as the amendments of the gen- 
| tleman from Ohio (Mr. Vinton] appropriate an 
indefinite sum. 
Thus it will be seen that all the indignation 
which it has been attempted to raise against Con- 
| gress, throughout the country, is utterly uncalled 
| for. If there be cause for indignation it must rest 
| elsewhere. If the Secretary of the Treasury had 
/ commenced his ¢curtailments in time; if he had ex- 
|| tended them from July, 1849, to June, 1850, inatead 
| of increasing his expenditures in the first six 
|; months by multiplying officers and increasing 


| 


|| their salaries, as he has done in many instances, 
the whole operation of reduction would have gone 
| on easily and smoothly, and no one scarcely would 
| have known that it was going onatall. Butinstead 
|| of that, the expenditures are increased in the first 
| Six months, and the result is, the jar which the re- 
| duction called for in the last, is felt. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said | feared that in agree- 
| ing to the amendment to the Senate resolution we 
|| have conceded too much. We certainly have if we 
|| had the whole year to go over; but we have not, 


'| The Secretary, as I have already shown, hasgreat- 
| ly exceeded the limits of the law and of necessity in 
|| the first six months. Another month on the same 
|| or nearly the same rate, of high expenditure is 
gone. There are but five left. Can we, with due 
regard to the public service, compress the whole 
reduction within five months? 1 think not. Let it 
| not be said that the Secretary bas brought it upon 
| himself and that he must suffer the consequences. 
| It is not the Secretary alone, or principally, who is 
|| to suffer; we must look to the country, and if he 
| has erred, we must not. It will not doto punish 
the country for his faults. Lam willing to give 
|| relief for the present, even if it be extravagant. 
| But, sir, this whole thing must be looked into, 
and if Congress will sustain me, it shall be looked 
| into and probed to its bottom. 
|| The expenditures of this Government are too 
|| great in all of its departments, and in none more 
than in collecting our revenue. When we con- 
sider the character of our system, prior to the,law 
of the 3d of March, 1849, against which such a 
clamor is raised, it is not perceived how it could 
have been -otherwise. No appropriations made 
by law; no aceountability; everything left to the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
Collectors! My only surprise is that things have 
|| not been worse. But they have been bad enough. 
What do you suppose, if we grant the Secretary 
of the Treasury all he asks, will be the cost of col- 
lecting the revenue for the present fiscal year? He 
expended in the past six months, as we have 
already seen, $1,291,897. He asks for $1,325,000 
more, making $2,616,897. He estimates that the 
revenue from customs will be $31,500,000. So the 
| expenses of collection woul’ be upwards of eight 
per cent. With the sum we give him it will be 
upwards of seven per cent. In 1848 the per centage 
for collecting the revenue was six and near a half 
per cent.; in 1849 it was upwards of seven per 
cent. 

The Secretary estimates that the receipts from 
the customs for the year ending June, 1851, will 
be $32,000,000; and be puts the expenses of col- 
lection at $2,750,000, or at the rate of near nine 
per cent. Iu 

1 Sir, is it possible that this is necessary? What 
| other country pays as much for collecting its rev- 
| enue? What State in er Usiens wae enn 
taxes prevails sso much? I speak with con- 
dence aa to one, (Virginia,) with which 1am bet- 
ter acquainted than with the rest. Our collectors, 
who have to call personally upon every tax-payer 
and receive the dues of the Commonwealth in 
small sums—some of them less than a dollar—and 
who is required by law to take, at his own ex- 
pense, what he co to the seat of Government, 
to incur all risk, and pay it into the treasury—is 
allowed but five per cent.; and in some insiancea, 
where -he collections are Inrge, even less. It ia 
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seven and a half percent. u 
erty tax, but the additional two and a half per | 
cent. is in the nature of an insurance upon the col- | 
lection; and to secure it the sheriffs are compelled | 
in most instances to advance the taxes and depend | 
upon collections for reimbursement. I presume a 
greater amount is not paid in Gther States. Yet 
their system of taxation is by a direct tax; and we 
know that a leading argument in favor of indirect | 
taxes has always been, that from the fact that they | 


| 
} 


are received in large sums, and at few places, they || est preventive force in the form of cruisers, harbor | 


can be collected at less expense. 

But in looking into the matter I have not 
stopped with the cost of collecting the revenue by | 
direct taxation in the States. During, and just 
after the war with Great Britain, we had a direct 
tax under the General Government. The expense 
of collecting it in 1816, when the net receipts were 
only $3,560,651, was 5 3-16 per cent. ; 

Nor have | stopped here. I have examined the 
English documents. Their system of collecting 
revenue by customs is more analagous to ours than 
any other. The per centage which the collection 


of the customs in the United Kingdom cost in the || 
year ending the 5th of January, 1848—the last re- || 


turns which we have—was 5 19-20. For Great 
Britain alone 54.; and excluding Ireland, Scotland, | 


and the small islands, where the revenue collected || 


is comparatively small, and where the preventive | 
force to guard against smuggling must be large, 

the per centage is less than 5; and take London | 
alone, where the great amount of duties are col- | 
lected, itis less than 3. For many years prior 
to 1848 the cost of collection was about the 
same. But to appreciate this comparison prop- 
erly we must sdvert to other facts. 
Kingdom has a larger, sea-coast than we have. 
Her sea-coast, including the smaller adjacent 
isles, is three thousand five hundred geograph- 
ical miles. Our Atlantic coast ig one thousand 
five hundred, exclusive of our islands, most of 
which, from the shallowness of the water between | 
them and the main land, cannot be said to have 
properly more than one side of sea-coast. The 
only important one is Long Island; and to measure 
ali sides of it, would only increase the length about 
one hundred and twenty miles. Our Gulf coast is 
one thousand two hundred miles, and our Pacific 
one thousand one hundred; altogether, three thou- 
sand eight pundred miles—exceeding the English 
sea-coast but three hundred miles. 
Ofegon are mostiy uninhabited; and in view of the | 


The United || 


California and || 
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ee, for ompt payment the sheriffs are allowed || cerned, as !a 
the land and prop- || is necessary 


or eyen a larger preventive force 
an with us. But this is not the 
| main. consideration. The English tariff affords 
| the strongest inducement for smuggling. The 
high duties, particularly upon tobacco, spirits, and 
some other articles, make it necessary to keep up 
the largest preventive force to prevent evasions of 
the customs; while with us our tariff affords but 


| small comparative inducements to lead to it. There | 
| public sentiment dges not reprobate it as much as 


| here. The consequence is, in England the strong- 


| vessels, and what they cali aland-guard, is neces- 


/sary. They are compelled to have a cordon of || 


| officers constantly on the look-out, for which, with 


| imity to the Continent increases this necessity on 
their part. Any small vessel can, at any time, by 
catching a favorable wind, run over almost unob- 
| served. But with us only large sea-going vessels 
| are employed in bringing cargoes across the At- 


gling by them, under any circumstances, is difficult. 
| In such a case it is too easily detected and proved, 


they collect their revenue from customs at a little 
more than one-half of what we are asked to ex- 
pend. 

Sir, this is all wrong. It ought to be correct- 
ed; and if Congress will back me, it shall be cor- 
rected. 

The great defect in the system is, we pay 
too high salaries to officers in the employ of the 
General Govefnment. This is the case as con- 
| nected with the customs, from the highest to the 
lowest. We pay the collector of Boston $6,400 ; 
which is double what any State officer of Massa- 
chusetts receives. We pay the collector of New 
York the same. The Governor, who is expected 
to do the hospitalities of the State, receives $4,000. 
The Chief Justice, who must have the highest 
professional attainments, receives but $3,000. So 
in Pennsylvania : the collector, $6,400 ; the Chief 
Justice about $2,500. In Maryland, the collector 





| $6,400; the Governor $2,000, and Chief Justice || 
| $3,000. And when we descend from the collector || 


ull we come to the very barge-men—oarsmen— 


who, in New York, receive $600 per annum. The | 


rate of compensation for all employment under 
the General Government is so much greater than 
under the State Governments and in the private 


} 


us, there is no necessity. Besides this, their prox- | 


lantic; their advent is always noticed, and smug-.|| 


and then comes the penalty. Yet with all this ne- | 
cessity for a large preventive force upon their part, || 


through every grade, we find the same irregularity | 


argument I am now prosecuting, viz: as to the '| walks of life, that all eyes are turned here. The 
necessity of a preventive force to obstruct smug- | tendency is to divert men from private pursuits 
giing, it may be thrown out of the estimate. Do ||*(which are at last most honorable) and from em- 
80, and include our lake frontier and our exposure, | ployment under the State authorities, to look here 
and that of England would not vary a great deal, | —the great fountain of wealth and honor. This 
as far as the length of sea-coast is concerned. ) increases the tendency of public opinion to regard 

Mr. BROOKS, (Mr. Barty yielding the floor for || the States as inferior corporations, instead of in- 
an interrogatory.) Do 1 understand the gentleman | dependent sovereignties, and tends to centre every- 
from Virginia to assert that the coast of Great | thing in the Federal head, and leads to consolida- 
Britain and Ireland is as extensive as that of the || tion. This Government is the idol which every 
United States, and therefore, that it is as easy to || aspirant worships. - Besides this, it adds asperity 
collect the revenue here as there? || to our political contests. So far from there being 

Mr. BAYLY. Ido. | contests for principles, they are contests for place. 

Mr. BROOKS. Well, and let that go to the || Bring down your Federal salaries to a grade equal 
country. Why, the sea-coast of Maine alone is | to that which prevails in our State Governments 
| 
| 


over 1,000 miles,—and for proof, | appeal to the || and in private pursuits, and you will not only save 
delegation from Maine! | & vast amount of money to this Government, but 
Mr. BAYLY. 1 do not wish or mean to be dis- || you will do what is more—you will reduce its 
courteous, but [ must say the statement of the || patronage, already much too great, and you will 
entleman is not only incorrect, but preposterous. || have the public service better performed. I do 
Why, sir, it is not 1,000 miles from the Capes of || not doubt but that you can get a better collector 
Virginia to the northernmost port of Maine. 
Mr. BROOKS. Did the gentleman from Vir- | 


ginia include the bays and other indentations in | 





one would take the office as a plain business man, 
to do its duties, and without ambitious or party 
views. The other would seek it for its emolu- 
ments and political patronage. In the one case, 
it would be filled by a practical man of busi- 





his measurement? 

Mr. BAYLY. I did not make the measurement. 
I applied-to Lieutenant Maury to measure the two 
coasts for me. I applied to him, because I had the ness; in the other, by a managing politician. The 
greatest confidence in his science and accuracy; || character of each, under the one system or the 
and because I learned he had all the charts neces- || other, would be stamped upon all under them. 
sary for the purpose, which | had not. His meas- || With not much more than -half the expense, | 
urement is along the general outlines from heac&k || maintain the cheap system would be the most 
land to headland, and is exclusive of bays, har- || efficient. I do not recommend that the salaries of 
bors, friths, creeks and other indentations in both || those whose salaries are already low should be 








countries. And here | beg to remark, that in this || reduced. By no means. I would strike at those 
respect the measurement is against us. Let any || who receive the exorbitant salariés. I would 
ove look at the maps, and they will see this. || harpoon the big fish, not the small. I would fly 


Nothing can be more indented and irregular than || at high game. 
the coast of the United Kingdom, while ours is | know it is supposed that the Secretary of the 
conyparatively otherwise. Treasury cannot touch these. It is said their 

As far, therefore, ae the extent of sea-coast is con- |! silaries are reguiated by law. I do not concur in 


. 


in New York for $3,000 than for $6,400. The | 
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this opinion. When the law of the 3¢ of M 
1849, passed, requiring the Treasury De 
to reduce the expenses of collecting the rey 
$1,560,000, it necessarily gave the Secre 


arch, 
Partment 
tary the 


authority to do it. His discretion as to the mode 


of reduction was unlimited. Suppose th ‘ 

of all of the officers of the customs had char 
by law, prior to the act of the 3d of March, 1849 
could it be said that, therefore, it 7 


‘ WaS inoper. 
ative ?>—that the last law would Per 


be controlled 


‘| and nullified by those which had preceded it; I 
_do not know in what code of laws such rales of 
| construction are to be found. “Certainly in none 
| with which I am acquainted. 
|| ‘This brings me to the circular of the Secretar 
| of the Treasury. ‘hat circular, Mr. Chairman 
| public duty requires me to say, I consider a pq). 
| pable violation of law. I do not wish to gq 
| anything harsh of the Secretary of the Treasyry. 

|| My acquaintance with him is slight; but such as 

|| is, has made a very favorable impression upon me 

_ towards him personally. But public duty requires 

'me to express the opinion [ entertain. “ The jay 

| to which I have referred contemplated the reduc. 

'| tion of the expense of cullecting the revenue, {tg 
| object is stamped, in letters too plain to be mis. 

| read, upon its very face. It was to reduce the 
| 





expense of collecting the revenue. To relieve 
' whom? The Government alone? By no means; 
| butj the country! The Secretary, however, in 
|| some cases, shifts the burden from the Govern. 
|| ment to the shoulders of the merchant and jm. 
|| porter. By his circular, and without authority, 
|| he has virtually increased the tariff, when, | am 
|| quite sure, the country is not willing that Con. 
| gress shall do it, who alone have the power, | 
|| am told he has lately issued a second, dismissing 
|| many officers. 1 have not seen it, and cannot, 
| therefore, say a word about it. I am now speak- 
ing of the first one issued. I repeat, the object of 
the law of the 3d of March, 1849, was to reduce 
| the cost of collecting the revenue to the public; 
|, and if it remain the same, whether it be paid by 
| the merchant or the Government, to that public 
‘+ it makes no difference, for at last it has to bear 
| And the shifting it from one to the 
|| other does not meet the object of the law. 
| 

| 





|| the burden. 


Mr. SEDDON. Will my colleague and friend 
|| inform me with whom the law of March, 1849, 


Mr. BAYLY. I take pleasure in answering 
In opening the debate I had not in- 
But as | anticipated that | 
| might be called upon to refer to it in reply, lam 
| prepared to answer his question. It was recom- 
/mended by Mr. Walker, late Secretary of the 
| Treasury, as long ago as March, 1846. On the 
| 16th of that month he wrote to the Commitiee of 
|, Ways and Means this letter: 


Treasury DeparTMENT, March 16, 1846. 
Sir: In my letter of the 23d of February last to you, the 
|| statement was made that the expense of collecting the rev- 
| enue could be reduced $537,864 below the expenditure of 
the last fiscal year. ‘I'o insure this result, [ respecttully re- 
/ commend that a clause be inserted in the new tariff bill, 
limiting the expenses of collecting the revenue under that 
bill to a sum not exceeding $1,520,000. : 
| The sum expended in collecting the revenue Is now al- 
' most exclusively within the discretion of the Secretary of 
|| the Treasury. The payments are frequently made merely 
|| upon his. written order, without the intervention of those 
'| checks appertaining to the liquidation of other account, 
|| and the payments are not regulated by specific appropria- 
tions made by law, as in other cases. In my opinion the 
| expenses incident to the collection of the revenue should be 
| regulated by specific appropriations, and the payments made 
| subject to the checks applicable to the settlement of other 
| accounts. a ; 
| This great reform can only be introduced by the legisi*- 
|| tion of Congress ; but if you think Je to require the 
| codperation of this department, it will be cheerfully granted. 
|| Most respectfully, your obedient servant, 
R. J. WALKER, Secretary of the Treasury. 
|| Hon. James J. McKay, 
\| Chairman of the Commiltee of Ways and Means. 
' 


| Again: On the 25th of May, 1846, he wrote the 


| following: 


Treasury DerartMent, May 25, 1845. 
|| Str: Having been informed by you that the suggestions 
| made in my letter of the 16th of March last, so far as re 
| quired the limitation of the expenses incident to the collec- 
|, tion of the revenue, and the regulation of the same by law, 
|| met the approbation of the Committee of Ways and Megns, 
|| L enclose a provision for carrying these suggestions inte 
|| effect. 
|| ‘This provision, it is believed, should be appended, a* * 
| new section to the bill reported to the commitiee for red 
cing the duties on imports. 
tf that bill should not become law, oa peat —s 
the present remain u ex ; 
| the collection of the revenue, including drawbaeks, fishing 


| originated? I ask for information. 
| 
j 


my friend. 
| tended to refer to that. 


i 
1 
| 
| 
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